COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
Telephone: (626) 458-5100

www.ladpw.org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

IN REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO FILE: P\J‘l

June 23, 2005

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK

PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5

3 VOTES

JOINT RECOMMENDATION WITH THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER AND
THE DIRECTORS OF PARKS AND RECREATION AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Approve the Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration
(Enclosure B) for the Stephen Sorensen County Park General Improvements
project together with the comments received during the public review process,
find that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment, and
that the Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects
the independent judgment of the County.
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Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Section 4 of
Enclosure B) to ensure compliance with the project conditions as contained in
the Mitigated Negative Declaration and to mitigate or avoid environmental
effects.

Find that Environmental Construction, Inc., is the apparent lowest responsive
and responsible bidder, and award a construction contract to Environmental
Construction in the amount of $2,681,837 for the Stephen Sorensen County
Park Phase Il General Improvements project, funded by the Safe
Neighborhood Parks Proposition of 1996, State Proposition 12 Roberti-
Z'Berg-Harris Grant funds, an Asset Development Implementation Fund
Loan, Landscape and Lighting Act District Zone 45 funds, and net County
cost, subject to the satisfactory and timely completion by the contractor of a
baseline construction schedule for the project and receipt by Public Works of
acceptable and approved Faithful Performance, Labor and Materials Bonds,
and insurance certificates filed by the contractor.

Delegate to the Acting Director of Public Works the authority to determine, in
accordance with the applicable contract and bid documents, whether the
contractor has satisfied the above conditions for contract award, authorize the
Acting Director to execute the construction contract in the form previously
approved by County Counsel with Environmental Construction, and establish
the effective contract date.

Approve a total revised project budget of $4,467,000 for the Stephen
Sorensen County Park Phase Il General Improvements project as detailed in
Enclosure A.

Approve and authorize the Director of Parks and Recreation to sign the
enclosed Implementation Agreement (Enclosure E) with the Desert Tortoise
Preserve Committee, Inc., for the acquisition, enhancement, and long-term
management of 3 acres of Mohave Ground Squirrel habitat to comply with the
requirements of the 2081 California Endangered Species Act Incidental Take
Permit to be issued by the California Department of Fish and Game for the
project at a cost not to exceed $9,097 to be funded from the project budget.
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of the recommended actions will allow Public Works to proceed with
construction of the Stephen Sorensen County Park Phase Il General Improvements
project.

On March 1, 2005, your Board adopted the plans and specifications and authorized
advertising for construction bids for the Phase Il General Improvements. On April 26,
2005, seven bids were received. Environmental Construction, with a bid of $2,685,337,
is the apparent lowest responsive and responsible bidder. The bid received from
Environmental Construction is $491,315 below Public Works' fair construction cost
estimate amount of $3,176,652. Therefore, we are recommending that your Board
award the contract to Environmental Construction subject to the satisfactory and timely
completion by the contractor of a baseline construction schedule for the project and
receipt by Public Works of acceptable and approved Faithful Performance, Labor and
Materials Bonds, and insurance certificates filed by the contractor. The bid results are
summarized in Enclosure C.

The Phase Il project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts, a lighted
general purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and
dugouts, a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements,
and fencing.

The enclosed Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared
in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and the National
Environmental Policy Act and includes the second phase park development along with
the proposed future community building, which is partially funded by Community
Development Block Grant funds.

Because the project involves developing property that could be a potential habitat for
the Mojave Ground Squirrel, we must obtain a California Endangered Species Act
Incidental Take Permit from Fish and Game. In order to satisfy the conditions of the
permit, we recommend approval of the enclosed implementation agreement, which
provides for the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc., to acquire, enhance, and
manage 3 acres of Mojave Ground Squirrel habitat at a cost not to exceed $9,097.
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Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals

These actions are consistent with the County's Strategic Plan Goals of Fiscal
Responsibility, Children and Families’ Well-Being, and Community Services as the
project is an investment in public infrastructure and will provide enhanced recreational
opportunities that will assure good health, education and workforce readiness, and
social and emotional well-being for children and families in the unincorporated area of
Lake Los Angeles.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

The recommended construction contract with Environmental Construction is for
$2,681,837. In addition, $402,800 (15 percent of the contract amount) has been
allocated for change orders in the construction budget.

The total project cost, including land acquisition, plans and specifications, plan check,
construction, youth employment, equipment/utility connection fees, consultant services,
miscellaneous expenditures, and County services is currently estimated at $4,467,000,
which is $1,657,583 more than the previously approved project budget. The increase
includes an additional $66,097 for land acquisition costs; $837,837 to award the
construction contract based on the bid received; $218,050 for additional change order
contingency to mitigate unforeseen site conditions; $7,365 for implementation of the
youth employment program; $90,000 for utility service connection fees; $349,812 for
consultant services to implement the environmental mitigation measures included in the
Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration; and $88,422 for County
Services associated with management, plan check activities, permits, and coordination
of the environmental mitigation measures during construction.

The total project cost of $4,467,000 is funded from the Safe Neighborhood Parks
Proposition of 1996 ($175,000), a State Proposition 12 Roberti-Z'Berg-Harris Grant
($267,000), an Asset Development Implementation Fund Loan ($470,000), Landscape
and Lighting Act District Zone 45 Funds ($2,835,000), and net County cost ($720,000).
Sufficient appropriation for the estimated total project cost is available in the Fiscal
Year 2005-06 Capital Projects/Refurbishment budget (C.P. 68960) to fund this project.
The Project Schedule and Budget Summary are included in Enclosure A.



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
June 23, 2005
Page 5

Operating Budget Impact

Upon completion of the project, Parks and Recreation anticipates one-time startup costs
of $27,775, which include $10,400 for maintenance equipment and $17,375 for
recreation equipment, supplies, and a cargo container to store equipment and supplies
for both maintenance and recreation operations. Based upon current salary and
employee benefit rates, Parks and Recreation currently estimates an increase in annual
ongoing operating costs of $99,370 to operate and maintain the new improvements.
The increase in the ongoing costs include $61,830 for permanent and temporary
recreation staff, $5,240 for recreation supplies and uniforms, and $32,300 for
maintenance supplies, utilities, and a supplement to the existing mowing contract.

Based on the current project schedule, one-time and ongoing operating costs would be
incurred beginning late in Fiscal Year 2005-06. The Chief Administrative Office will
review the operating cost estimates and will work with Parks and Recreation to
determine the appropriate operating requirements and available funding.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The project schedule has been extended two months to allow input from the State
Office of Historic Preservation during the preparation of the environmental
documentation.

Under the terms and conditions of the implementation agreement, the County will
deposit an amount not to exceed $9,097 into an escrow account to fund the Desert
Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc.’s acquisition, enhancement, and management of
3 acres of suitable Mohave Ground Squirrel habitat as approved by Fish and Game.

A standard construction contract, in the form previously approved by County Counsel,
will be used. The standard Board-directed clauses that provide for contract termination,
renegotiation, and hiring qualified displaced County employees will be included.

The project specifications contain provisions requiring the contractor to report
solicitations of improper consideration by County employees and allowing the County to
terminate the contract if it is found that the contractor offered or gave improper
consideration to County employees.

As requested by your Board on August 12, 1997, and as a threshold requirement for
consideration for contract award, Environmental Construction is willing to consider
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Greater Avenues for Independence Program/General Relief Opportunity for Work
participants for future employment.

As required by your Board, language has been incorporated into the project
specifications stating that the contractor shall notify its employees, and shall require
each subcontractor to notify its employees about Board Policy 5.135 (Safely
Surrendered Baby Law) and that they may be eligible for the Federal Earned Income
Credit under the Federal income tax laws.

Environmental Construction is in full compliance with Los Angeles County Code
Chapter 2.200 (Child Support Compliance Program) and Chapter 2.203 (Contractor
Employee Jury Service Program).

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

As required by the California Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental
Policy Act, an Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared
for the proposed improvements at Stephen Sorensen County Park and circulated for
agency and public review on May 6, 2005, for 30 days. During the public review period,
five written responses were received from the following public agencies: The Governor’s
Office of Planning and Research (State Clearinghouse), California Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Lahontan Region), Southern California Association of
Governments, California Department of Transportation (District 7), and County of
Los Angeles Sheriff's Department. Comments received during the review period,
responses to the comments, and the clarifications and revisions are contained in the
final Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Section 3 of
Enclosure B). The proposed Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Section 4 of
Enclosure B) was also prepared to ensure compliance with the environmental mitigation
measures included as part of the final Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative
Declaration relative to historic, cultural, archaeological resources, solid waste, water
supply, and wildlife resources. The recommended measures to mitigate the
environmental impacts will be incorporated as part of the project. Based on the final
Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration comments, clarifications,
and revisions made, it has been determined that the project will not have a significant
effect on the environment. Based on the conclusions and findings of the Environmental
Assessment, a Finding of No Significant Impact was approved by the Community
Development Commission on April 27, 2005.
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CONTRACTING PROCESS

On March 1, 2005, your Board adopted the plans and specifications for the Phase Il
General Improvements and authorized advertising for bids. As indicated in the previous
Board letter, an independent estimate placed the project's current construction cost at
$3,176,652. On April 26, 2005, seven bids were received for the project.
Environmental Construction, with a bid of $2,681,837, was the apparent lowest
responsive and responsible bidder meeting the criteria adopted by your Board. The bid
results are summarized in Enclosure C.

On March 1, 2005, your Board authorized Public Works to execute a consultant
services agreement with the apparent lowest responsive and responsible bidder to
prepare a baseline construction schedule for a not-to-exceed fee of $3,500. As
specified in the project specifications, the payment of $3,500 was deducted from the
overall construction contract bid.

As requested by your Board on February 3, 1998, this contract opportunity was listed on
the Doing Business with Us website as shown in Enclosure D.

Environmental Construction’s Community Business Enterprise participation data and a
3-year contracting history with the County are on file with Public Works.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTYS)

The park will remain open during the 8-month construction duration scheduled to begin
in August 2005.

The project specifications require the contractor to coordinate its construction schedule
with the daily functions and activities of the park facility to minimize disruption of
services and to maintain access to the park during construction.

The new park improvements will allow Parks and Recreation to enhance and expand
current programs and to offer new recreation programs and activities by increasing the
acres of soccer and general purpose fields and by extending operating hours safely with
new lighting for the basketball courts, soccer, general purpose, and ball fields.
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CONCLUSION

Please return one adopted copy of this letter to the Chief Administrative Office (Capital
Projects Division), Community Development Commission, Parks and Recreation, and
Public Works.

Respectfully submitted,

DONALD L. WOLFE DAVID E. JANSSEN

Acting Director of Public Works Chief Administrative Officer

RUSS GUINEY CARLOS JACKSON, Executive Director
Director of Parks and Recreation Community Development Commission
RB:mas

U:\general\parks\Stephen Sorensen Park\Admin\Board Letter\Award 1.doc

Enc.5

cc: County Counsel
Community Development Commission
Department of Public Social Services (GAIN/GROW Program)
Office of Affirmative Action Compliance (Ozie Smith)
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ENCLOSURE A

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK
PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

I. PROJECT SCHEDULE

Proiect Activit Scheduled Revised

J y Completion Date Completion Date

Construction Documents 02/14/05*
Jurisdictional Approvals 02/17/05*
Construction Award 05/03/05 07/05/05
Construction Start 06/01/05 08/10/05
Substantial Completion 01/31/06 04/17/06
Final Acceptance 04/23/06 07/16/06

*Actual completion date
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. PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY

Budget Category Board Impact Revised
Approved of this Budget
Budget Action
Land Acquisition $ 0% 66,097 | $ 66,097
Plans and Specifications $ 172,348 | $ 0% 172,348
Plan Check $ 19,000 | $ 0% 19,000
Construction

Construction Contract* $ 1847500 |$ 837,837 |$ 2,685,337
Change Order Contingency 184,750 218,050 402,800
Youth Employment** 0 7,365 7,365
Total Construction $ 2,032,250 |$ 1,063,252 | $ 3,095,502
Equipment/Utility Connection Fees $ 0$ 90,000 | $ 90,000
Consultant Services $ 174933 |$ 349,812 | $ 524,745
Miscellaneous Expenditures $ 6,500 | $ 0% 6,500
County Services $ 404,386 | $ 88,422 | $ 492,808
TOTAL $ 2,809,417 |$ 1,657,583 | $ 4,467,000

* Includes $3,500 consultant agreement for baseline construction schedule.
** Includes youth labor, materials, and supervision.
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ENCLOSURE B

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK
PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(See Enclosed)
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STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK
PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

Description of Project:

BID SUMMARY

June 23, 2005

The project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts, a lighted general
purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts,
a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements, and

fencing.

Bid Opening Date:

Bid Summary:

April 26, 2005

Contractor's Name

Lump Sum Bid

Environmental Construction Inc. $ 2,685,337
Granite Construction Co. $ 2,714,200
G-2000 Construction Inc. $ 2,769,000
Pima Construction $ 2,815,545
Trimax Construction Corp. $ 2,975,000
Metro Builders $ 3,347,542
Woodcliff Corporation $ 3,378,000

Financial Information

Public Works' fair construction cost estimate is $3,176,652.
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ENCLOSURE D

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK
PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADOP MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

Bid Solicitation

Bid Number : P100000430
Bid Title : Stephen Sorensen County Park Phase |l General Improvements Project
Bid Type: Construction

Department : Public Works

Commodity : CONSTRUCTION SERVICE-TENNIS/SPORTS COURT

Open Date : 3/1/2005
Closing Date : 4/5/2005 10:45 AM
Bid Amount : N/A
Bid Download : Not Available

Bid Description : This phase of park development includes a baseball field, soccer/multipurpose field, basketball
courts, field lighting, concrete walkways, and additional parking. This project requires the prime
contractor to possess an “A” or “B” license classification at the time of bid. The estimated
construction cost is $3,176,652

Contact Name : Brian Soria
Contact Phone# : (626) 458-2588
Contact Email : psoria@ladpw.orqg
Last Changed On : 3/8/2005 5:19:17 PM



mailto:bsoria@ladpw.org
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ENCLOSURE E

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK
PHASE || GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960

IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
(See Enclosed)



STEPHEN D. SORENSEN PARK

Final

Environmental Assessment/

Mitigated Negative Declaration
SCH #2005051033

Prepared by:

Los Angeles County
Community Development Commission
2 Coral Circle
Monterey Park, CA 91755

Prepared with the assistance of:

Rincon Consultants, Inc.
790 East Santa Clara Street
Ventura, California 93001

June 2005
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County of Los Angeles
Community Development Commission

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

PROJECTTITLE: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Theproposed projectinvolvestheexpansiond the
existingStephen D. Sorenson Park facilitiesfrom 3 acres
to12 acres, with theexistingpark area remainingintact.
Improvementswould includetheaddition o two
lighted basketball courts, onelighted general
purpose/soccer field, alighted baseball field with
prefabricatedstedl bleachersand dugouts, and 46
additional parking spaces. A community buildingd
approximately 3500 to 4,000 square feet would also be
constructed aspart o theexpansion. Figure6 showsthe
proposed site planfor the park facilities. Park facilities
would beclosed and athleticfield lighting would be
turned off by 10PM every evening.

The proposed project would requiretheimportationof
an estimated 9450 cubicyards of fill material. An
existingsepticsystem and leachfieddwould be
abandoned in placein accordancewith Uniform
Plumbing CodeSectionkK-11, and anew septic system
and leachfield will be constructed in accordancewith
t he Los Angeles County Health Department
requirementsto servicethe existingrestroom building
and proposed community building.

PROJECT LOCATION: The project siteislocated i n the unincorporated community of
LakelLos Angelesin LosAngeesCounty, Cdifornia. Thesiteis
located at 16801 East Avenue P on a100-acrel ot owned by Los
AngelesCounty.

MITIGATIONMEASURESINCLUDED IN THEPROJECTTO AVOID POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

1. Historic, Cultural, and Archaeol ogical Resources. CA-LAN-192hasalready produced
substantial collectionsd artifacts, but these collectionshave never been processed, analyzed,
or reported accordingto modern professiona standards. Theremainsare distributedamong
several public repositoriesand privatecollections. Many d the materialsaretill intheir
original excavationlevel bags, littleor no technical study has been performed, and scattered
referencesto thesitein the professional literaturereflect anecdotal information rather than
thoughtful analyssd published data. Inlieud additional site excavationthat would
generate additional collections, the significant impactsd the proposed project shall be
mitigated by recoveringdata from the existing collectionsfromthe site, which congtitute

1-



several thousand artifacts, records, and other materials. The Santa Barbara Museum of
Natural History, Antelope Valley Indian Museum, Fowler Museum of Anthropology
(UCLA), Antelope Valley College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to allow access to the
materials currently in their collections. All materials will be cleaned, sorted, classified,
stabilized, and otherwise processed in the laboratory according to modern professional
standards. Various specialized technical analyses shall be performed (see below), and a
professional report that integrates and synthesizes all the available data from the site shall be
prepared. The data recovery program shall be initiated upon award of a construction
contract for the project and completed within an approximately 12-18 month time period.

Several data classes appear to be available and may be analyzed as part of the data recovery
plan. Prior to conducting the technical analyses, additional Native American consultation
shall be conducted regarding the proposed technical studies and disposition of human .
remains. Destructive analyses of human remains or funerary objects shall not be performed
without prior approval of the appropriate Native American representatives. The following
technical analyses shall be conducted:

» Stylistic and technological analysis of ground stone collections, Native American

ceramics, flaked stone tools and debitage, bone tools, stone and shell beads, and burial

lots; :

Source analysis and hydration dating of obsidian tools and debitage;

Taxonomic identification and analysis of faunal remains;

Flotation of column samples and analysis of paleobotanical remains;

Mitochondrial DNA analysis of human remains (if appropriate samples are available and

approved by Native American representatives);

Radiocarbon dating of appropriate organic remains;

Comparative analyses with other local and regional collections; and

¢ Site mapping and documentation on the current Department of Parks and Recreation
forms.

This proposed approach to data recovery is superior to performing additional excavations at
CA-LAN-192 because it will compensate more completely for the impacts of the current
project as well as the cumulative effects of past projects and likely future projects. The extant
collections offer a diverse set of artifacts and dietary remains from deeply stratified midden
deposits and wide variety of contexts within this expansive site. They will provide a broader
analytic sample of artifact classes and types from the site than is likely to be recovered
through additional excavation; will provide significant information from a larger area of the
site than could be examined currently (including portions of the site already destroyed); and
will permit more meaningful public interpretation of the remains. Thus, they are likely to
provide a greater yield of scientifically consequential information than would additional
excavation and will contribute more substantially to our knowledge of local and regional
prehistory.

In addition to the data recovery plan described above, an archaeologist and a Native
American monitor shall also be on-site during any grading, trenching, or other construction
that has the potential to impact cultural deposits. The monitor’s objective would be to collect
unique or diagnostic materials and watch for human remains or other archaeological
features. In the event that intact features are uncovered during construction, the monitor will
temporarily redirect construction to another part of the project area and will record, remove,
and/ or relocate such features or remains in accordance with state law and standard
archaeological practice prior to the resumption of construction. During construction, the



monitors also will direct additional trenching in the portions of the APE containing intact
cultural deposits not tested previously. The monitors will record representative profiles of
these areas, and will screen samples from cultural strata to confirm that the deposits in these
areas are consistent with observations made during prior testing.

The monitor also will ensure that intact archaeological remains capped by fill beneath the
existing park are not inadvertently damaged during construction of the community building,
new bathroom, walkways, parking lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
existing park.

Finally, all extant collections from the site shall be curated at a single repository where they
can be preserved, protected, and made available for future research and interpretation. The
Antelope Valley Indian Museum, one of the regional Indian museums of the California State
Parks system, currently holds substantial collections from the site and has indicated their
willingness to curate the other collections.

The County of Los Angeles shall fully fund the mitigation program.

2. Solid Waste. The following requirements shall be implemented to minimize the impact to
solid waste disposal facilities:

- *  During construction, inert materials, including vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and
other recyclable materials, shall be recycled to the greatest extent feasible.

* The County shall implement a recycling program at the new facility to minimize the
amount of solid waste generated by the project site to be disposed of in County landfills.
Space shall be allocated either within the building or in outdoor areas for collection and
storage of recyclable materials.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concerns about regional water supplies, landscaped areas
shall be designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass used for lawns in picnicking
areas and playing fields shall be a hardy, low water use grass. Planting beds shall be heavily
mulched in accordance with water-conserving landscape design practice.

4. Mohave Ground Squirrel. To mitigate for disturbance of potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, the County shall comply with all requirements of the 2081 California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit issued by CDFG, including funding the Desert
Tortoise Preserve Committee’s (DTPC's) acquisition, enhancement and management of 3
acres of known, occupied MSG habitat. Mitigation acquisition shall take place at the Desert
Tortoise Preserve in Kern County and shall be coordinated through the DTPC. The County
shall enter into a binding legal agreement with the DTPC describing the terms of acquisition,
enhancement, and management of habitat lands no later than 30 days following execution of
the CESA 2081 take permit.

5. Additional Modifications. Minor changes to the mitigation measures required as a
condition of funding approval and that do not trigger State CEQA Guidelines Section 15074.1
are permitted, but can only be made with the approval of the Executive Director of the
Community Development Commission (CDC) of Los Angeles County.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT. Based on the attached NEPA Environmental
Assessment, it has been determined that the project will not have a significant effect on the
environment, provided that all suggested mitigation measures are incorporated.
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HUD - NEPA - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

HUD - NEPA- ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name:

Project Location:

Assessor’s Parcel
Number(s):

Statement of Need:

Project Description:

Page 1 of 39

Stephen D. Sorensen Park

The project site is located in the unincorporated community of Lake Los
Angeles in Los Angeles County, California. The site is located at 16801
East Avenue P on a 100-acre lot owned by Los Angeles County. Figure 1
shows the regional location of the project, and Figure 2 shows the location
of the project within the community of Lake Los Angeles Figures 3
through 5 illustrate current site conditions.

3073-001-902

The existing developed portion of Stephen D. Sorensen Park encompasses
approximately three acres. The park contains a tot lot playground with
swings, a grassy picnic area, a horseshoe pit, a bathroom on a septic
system, and a parking lot. The park does not currently provide sports
fields or a permanent structure for recreational staffing and activities, and
such facilities are lacking throughout the entire community of Lake Los
Angeles. Additionally, the Lake Los Angeles area does not have a
building to serve as a gathering place for community meetings and
events. The proposed project provides for the development of
recreational and community facilities and is therefore consistent with the
guidelines of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

program.

The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Stephen D.
Sorenson Park facilities from 3 acres to 12 acres, with the existing park
area remaining intact. Improvements would include the addition of two
lighted basketball courts, one lighted general purpose/soccer field, a
lighted baseball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, and
46 additional parking spaces. A community building of approximately
3,500 to 4,000 square feet would also be constructed as part of the
expansion. Figure 6 shows the proposed site plan for the park facilities.
Park facilities would be closed and athletic field lighting would be turned
off by 10 PM every evening.



HUD - NEPA - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

Page 2 of 39

The proposed project would require the importation of an estimated
9450 cubic yards of fill material. An existing septic system and leachfield
would be abandoned in place in accordance with Uniform Plumbing
Code Section K-11, and a new septic system and leach field will be
constructed in accordance with the Los Angeles County Health
Department requirements to service the existing restroom building and
proposed community building.
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Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park
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Conformnce With

he parce is zoned R-. Residential Agriculture, which
Comprehensive Plans and allows single family residences and crops. The site is
Zoning . shown as Urban | in the General Plan. The proposed

project involves construction of park and recreational
facllities, including sports fields with night lighting, a lawn
area with picnic tables, a community building, and
additional parking. The proposed development would be
consistent with land use designations for the project site

(a). . .
Compatibility and Urban X The project site is bounded to the north, east, and west by
Impact i largely undeveloped lands containing a natural drainage

course, rocky buttes, and widely scattered single-family
residences. The dry bed of the man-made Lake Los
Angeles is located to the southeast of the project site. To
the south, the site abuts the existing portion of Stephen D.
Sorensen Park, which was constructed as Phase | of
project development. South of the existing park facilities
lies Avenue P and single-family housing (b). "The proposed
project would introduce new development into an area that
is predominantly open space, but largely disturbed as a
resuit of early cattle grazing activities and the presence of a
man-made dam and lake on the site. The proposed
recreational use is generally compatible with the adjacent
open lands and residences and would provide recreational
amenities for area residents.

Lighting of the fields could increase light and glare at
nearby residences, the nearest of which are approximately
300 feet away across Avenue P. However, lighting for the
fields would be shielded to block out light and directed
away from neighboring residences In order to avoid light
spillover onto adjacent properties. Security lighting along
walkways and In parking areas would also be pointed
downward to avoid light spillover. Lighting for athletic fields
would be turned off by 10 PM every evening. Therefore, no
impacts are anticipated and no.mitigation measures are
necessary.

Slope X The site is generally flat, with a slight slope to the
northwest, toward the natural drainage course associated
with the historic Lovejoy Springs (b). The proposed
development would not substantially alter the local slope or
create any significant erosion or sedimentation problems.
Erosion X There Is no evidence of substantial erosion problems
onsite and none would be expected as a result of project
activities (b). The project includes on-site non-erosive
drainage improvements to collect and transfer storm water
to the northwest portion of the site with outlet structures .
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designed with rip-rap to dissipate flow velocities. The
proposed project is not expected to result in substantiat
_|erosion on or off-site and would not alter existing drainage
. patterns on site.

Soil Suitability X The proposed project invalves the construction of two
lighted basketball courts, one lighted general
purpose/soccer field, a lighted baseball field with
prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, parking area for
46 spaces, and a community building of approximately
3,500 to 4,000 square feet. All project structures, including
the community building, would be constructed in
compliance with earthquake-resistant standards required
by existing building codes (e.g. Title 24 of the State
Building Code). Hence, the project is not expected to
Increase the risk of exposure of people to potential impacts
involving fault rupture and or liquefaction. No mitigation
measures are necessary.

There is no evidence of soil suitabiilty problems on the
project site. The project would involve importation of an
estimated 9,450 cubic yards of clean fill material
predominantly granular, non-expansive and capable of
developing the bearing strength required for the project as
described in the soils report prepared by Geo-Etka, Inc.
dated 1/19/05 and attached as Appendix A (). Structural
foundations will be designed and grading operations will be
conducted in accordance with the Geo-Etka, Inc. soils
report dated 1/19/05.

The project site does not pose any unusual geotechnical
hazards that would affect construction of park facilities.
Soil tests have been conducted by Geo Etka Inc. (dated
1/19/05 and attached as Appendix A) to determine
foundation design parameters for new structures. All
onsite structures would comply with applicable
requirements of the Uniform Building Code (UBC), which
would reduce geotechnical and seismic hazards to below a
level of significance. )
Hazards and Nuisances, X There is no evidence of hazards or nuisances present on
Including Site Safety the project site (b). The site has not been previously

. developed and there is no indication onsite or in historical
records of potential contamination. The site is not on the
Department of Toxic Substances Control's Hazardous
Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List). Therefore,
itis unlikely that hazards relating to soil or groundwater
contamination are present onsite. The proposed park
would not Involve the use of large quantities of hazardous
materials and is not subject to airport or wildiand fire safety
hazards.
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Energy Consumption -X Project construction would Increase the consumption of

electricity in the area. The resulting facilities, which would
include playing fields with night lighting, lighted walkways, a
community building and a parking lot with security lighting,
would increase long-term electricity consumption.

However, because these resources are available both
locally and regionally, no significant impact to the
availability of energy resources is expected. The project
would comply with state energy conservation irements

Effects of Ambient Noise on Project construction would generate short-term noise level
Project and Contribution to increases. Noise typically ranges from about 78-88 :
Community Noise Levels - decibels (dBA) during construction (k). The primary noise
: generators are mobile equipment such as graders and
excavators. The nearest sensitive receptors (residences)
are a minimum of 300 feet from'the construction site. At
that distance, noise levels would range from about 62-72
dBA. This is less than the 75 dBA County of Los Angeles
standard for mobile construction equipment. As required
by the County Noise Ordinance, all intemal-combustion-
engine powered equipment and machinery will be equipped
|with suitable exhaust and air-intake silencers in proper
working order. Project construction would not entail pile
driving or any other activity that would generate significant
groundborne vibration. ’

The proposed project is a community park and at buildout
Is not expected to significantly affect sensitive receptors,
which are a minimum of 300 feet away from the edge of the
project site and 500 feet from the approved athletic fields.
Noise stemming from athletic field use, such as whistles
and cheering crowds, could be expected and may .
periodically be audible at the nearestresidences. Based
on a noise study conducted for a similar facility as part of
the Barkley Flelds and Park Initial Study/MND (City of
Woodside), noise from soccer and baseball games, would
be in the 44-48 dBA range at a distance of 500 feet .
The Barkley Fields and Park IS/MND estimates noise from
soccer games at 53 dBA at a distance of 180 feet and
estimates noise from baseball games at 50 dBA ata
distance of 375 feet. The estimates of noise at 500 feet
assume a noise attenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of
distance, typical for a point source of noise.

Projected noise levels at the closest residences are less

than Los Angeles Cotinty's 50 dBA daytime threshold and
no activity would occur between the hours of 10 PM and 7
AM when stricter thresholds apply. Therefore, significant
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impacts are not anticipated.

Operation of the proposed project would generate an
estimated 234 daily vehicle trips to and from the site, as
discussed below under “Transportation.” This increase in
traffic on Avenue P would incrementally iricrease noise
levels; however, traffic and related noise are currently very
low (+/- 50 dBA Ldn) and project-related traffic would not
cause an exceedance of community noise criteria for
residential uses. The park would be closed after 10 PM
when people are most sensitive to noise.

Effects of Ambient Air Quality The project site Is located in the Antelope Valley portion of
fon Project and Contribution to Los Angeles County, which has been designated non-
Community Air Pollutant aftainment for ozone California Ambient Air Quality
Levels Standards (CAAQS) by California Air Resources Board
: . {CARB), pursuant fo the California Clean Air Act (CCAA).
The Antelope Valley is located within the Southeast Desert
Modified Air Quality Management Area (AQMA), which has
been designated non-attainfnent for ozone National '
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), pursuant to
the provisions of the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA). The
Antelope Valley is included in the Antelope Valley Air
Quality Management District (AVAQMD), which has
“|experienced ambient ozone concentrations in excess of the
one-hour ozone NAAQS and the ozone CAAQS.
Therefore, users of the proposed recreational facilities
would be anticipated to be exposed to potentially
- |unhealthful ambient air because this regional condition
cannot be feasibly mitigated. ‘

Project construction would temporarily generate fugitive
dust and air pollutant emissions due to grading activity -
(importation of an estimated 9,450 cubic yards of fill
material) and the use of heavy construction equipment, -
The URBEMIS2002 model was used to estimate emissions
-|of ozone precursors (reactive organic compounds [ROC]
and nitrogen oxides [NOx]) and fine particulates (PM10). It
was assumed that worst-case emissions would occur
during importation of fill material and associated grading,
which are expected to last about five weeks and involve a
maximum of 20-25 truck rips per day. Based on these
.|assumptions, maximum daily emissions are estimated at
about 6.8 pounds for ROC, 11.1 pounds for NOx, and 42.5
pounds for PM10 (see Appendix B for URBEMIS2002
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model output). Because the AVAQMD has not adopted
formal thresholds for construction emissions, South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD) thresholds were used to assess
impacts. A chart showing the SCAQMD thresholds Is
attached in Appendix B. SCAQMD thresholds are as
follows: 75 pounds for ROC, 100 pounds for NOx, and 150
pounds for PM10. Because project emissions would be
below these threshalds for all poliutants, construction
Impagcts related to grading and dumping are not considered
significant and no heaith risks would occur during grading
and construction. Implementation of standard dust control
requirements, including daily site watering, sweeping of site
driveways and adjacent streets, and covering of haul
trucks, would minimize the generation of dust during sail
importation and grading.

Operation of the proposed project would generate an
estimated 234 daily vehicle trips. Traffic fo and from the
proposed park would Incrementally increase air pollutant
emissions. The URBEMIS2002 model was used to
estimate project-related operational emissions. Model-
estimated daily emissions are 1.95 pounds for ROC, 2.47
pounds for NOx, and 2.04 pounds for PM10. By
comparison, SCAQMD operational thresholds are 55
pounds for ROC, 55 pounds for NOx, and 150 pounds for
PM10. URBEMIS2002 modeling results are attached in
Appendix B. Because projected emissions are well under
SCAQMD thresholds, significant air quality impacts are not
anticipated. Thus, the project would not create any air
quality related health risks.

Visual Quality - Coherence, X - The project would invalve the expansion of the existing
Diversity, Compatible Use, Stephen D. Sorensen Park, including the development of
and Scale lighted sports fields, a community center building, and

associated parking, on currently undeveloped but
previously disturbed lands. The surrounding neighborhood
consists of single-family residences and undeveloped
lands. The project has been designed to be compatible
with the surrounding development and project would not
substantially alter the visual character of the surrounding
neighborhood or nearby homes. The project has also been
designed for appropriate plant use considering the
surrounding area, and buffer areas will be planted with
colorful and water conserving native plants, in keeping with
the surrounding high desert environment. Therefore, the
proposed project is expected to be compatible with the
visual qualities of the area. Onsite landscaping would
comply with the landscape plan prepared by Purkiss-
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Rose/RSI Architects and dated 2/9/05. The landscape plan
is avallable for review at the Los Angeles County
Department of Public Warks.

The construction of a park would not result in significant
light or glare impacts. Although the soccer field, baseball
field, and basketball court would be lighted, lighting would
be shielded to minimize the spillage of light onto any
adjacent properties. Security lighting along walkways and
in parking areas would also be pointed downward to avoid
light spillover onto adjacent properties. In addition, athletic
field lights would be turned off by 10 PM every evening.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation
measures are necessary.

Historic, Cultural, and
Archaeological Resources

Historic and archaeological evaluations have been
completed (p, q). The work was performed in accordance
with a Programmatic Agreement (PA) among CDC, the
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, which provides
procedures for the implementation of Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and the CEQA Statutes
and Guidelines.

There are presently no buildings within the project area.
However, a known archaeological site, CA-LAN-192,
encompasses the entire project site and surrounding area.
Existing information indicates that CA-LAN-192 was
intensively occupied from at least middie Gypsum times
(ca. 2500 B.P.) through the 1850s. Less intensive human
occupation may extend back through the Pinto Period
(70004000 B.P.).

The analysis of project impacts to this site relies primén'ly
on the following two studies:

Padon, Beth, and Bruce Love, 2004, Phase |
Archaeological Review of Site CA-LAN-192 at
Stephen Sorensen Community Park, Los Angeles
County, California.

Applied EarthWorks, [nc., Final Eligibility and
Effects Assessment at CA-LAN-102, Stephen
Sorensen Park, Los Angeles County, Califomia,
April 2005,

In addition to these sources, CDC contacted the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento to
request a search of their sacred land file and obtain their

list of Native American individuals and organizations who
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may have knowledge of cultural resources in the project
area. The NAHC replied that their files did not indicate the
presence of Native American cultural resources in the
immediate project area, but they supplied a list of local
representatives and recommended that they be contacted.
CDC subsequently wrote to those (and other) individuals
and organizations seeking assistance in Identifying issues
of concern to the local Native American community. The
letters were followed by telephone calis to each individual
ar group. Based on the responses, a member of the
Kawallsu tribe served as a Native American monitor during
archaeological test excavations and a member of the
Chumash-Tataviam group served as a field techniclan for
the project.

Archaeological Investigations of various kinds have
occurred at CA-LAN-192 since at least the 1920s. A 1968
UCLA excavation at CA-LAN-192 encountered a cemetery
and large quantities of beads indicating the intensive
occupation of the site by 2500 B.P. Shell beads, stone
beads, and other artifacts recovered during a 1989
excavation document occupation during Rose Spring and
early Late Prehistoric times (ca. A.D. 500-1300). In
addition, a ceramic component may postdate A.D. 1300.

The south-central portion of the site, around and to the
west of the Gypsum-era cemetery area, has a midden
deposit reaching over 2 meters in depth. One unit
excavated in 1988 found cultural deposits as deep as 260
centimeters. This part of the site is now bounded on the
south by Avenue P. Ceramic sherds were found in the
upper levels here in 1989, but were not abundant. Rose
Spring and Gypsum era bead types were found at lower
levels, as were fragments of whole shells, including
species other than abalone. Ground stone was very
abundant, and considerable quantities of lithic debitage
were also recovered.

An area to the south of this central area of the site and to
the south of the modern Avenue P was excavated in 1954.
Excavation units here contained shallow (15-30
centimeters) cultural deposits. Both the excavation units
and surface collection yielded large quantities of gray and
brown undecorated ceramic sherds (over 60 sherds
collected on the surface) as well as a few reshaped-sherd
ornamental disks, Cottonwood and Desert Side-Notched
points, abalone shell, and Olivella wall-disk beads.

These finds make CA-LAN-192 a notable example of the
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Gypsum-era development of semi-sedentary settlement,
funerary status markers, and long-distance bead trade in
the Antelope Valley region. CA-LAN-192 Is eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the
California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR) under
multiple criteria, Portions of the site within the APE retain
integrity, and thus the site Is considered a historic property
according to 36 CFR 800.4(c) and a significant historical
resource per Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.
The significant qualities of CA-LAN-192 are found in the
diverse assemblage of artifacts and other remains -
recovered from both the surface and subsurface contexts.
These artifacts include substantial amounts of ground
stone, dense faunal remains, stylistically diagnostic
projectile points, shell and stone beads, ceramics, and
other cultural materials. As mentioned above, intact
human graves and other complex archaeological features
have also been unearthed.

Excavations by Applied EarthWorks (2005) revealed that
much of the proposed expansion of Stephen Sorensen
Park would occur in areas that lack integrity. These areas
include the proposed basketball courts, baseball diamond,
and community building, However, intact cultural deposits
were found in and adjacent to the southeastern comer of
the project area. These deposits possess integrity. The
footprint of the proposed soccer field extends Into this
deposit. Excavation would extend into the portion of the
site containing the remnants of a midden once estimated to
cover “two to three acres, two to four feet deep” (Padon
and Love 2004:5). Similarly, installation of the leach field
at the northem end of the project area would intrude on

- |sealed deposits reflecting a series of discrete depositional
episodes.

The proposed slope cutting, grading, trenching, and other
activities would diminish the integrity of intact deposits at
CA-LAN-192 by damaging or destroying artifacts and other
remains, displacing them from their original contexts, and
disrupting their internal spatial relationships. These effects
are considered adverse according to the Criteria of
Adverse Effects found at 36 CFR 800.5(a)(1) and (2). In
CEQA terms, the impacts would be significant per Section
15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 3).

The County of Los Angeles General Plan Conservation and
Open Space Element includes the following cultural
heritage resource policies that are relevant to the proposed
project:
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17.  Protect cultural heritage resources, including
historical, archaeological, paleontological and
geological sites, and significant architectural
structures.

- 18. Encourage public use of cultural heritage
: resource sites consistent with the protection of
these resources. .
19. Promote public awareness of public resources.

The Antelope Valley Area Plan includes the following
policies aimed at the protection of archaeological
resources: o

137. Protect known archaeological and historical
resources to the extent appropriate.
138. Require archaeological surface reconnaissance
- and impact assessment by a qualified
archaeologist for any significant development
proposed on, or adjacent to, known
archaeological sites.

- |In conjunction with this environmental review,
archaeological reconnaissance has been conducted.

- {Thus, there is no inconsistency with Antelope Valley Area
Plan 138. However, as discussed above, the proposed
project would potentially disturb archaeological resource’
deposits on the project site; therefore, it is potentially
inconsistent with Conservation and Open Space Element
Policies 17 and 18 and Area Plan Policy 137.

The following mitigation measure is required to address the| -
project’s significant archaeological resource impagcts.

1. Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological Resources.
CA-LAN-192 has already produced Substantial -
collections of artifacts, but these collections have
never been processed, analyzed, or reported
according to modern professional standards. The
remains are distributed among several public
repositories and private collections. Many of the
materials are still in their original excavation level
bags, litfle or no technical study has been performed,
and scattered references to the site in the
professional literature reflect anecdotal information
rather than thoughtful analysis of published data. In
lieu of additional site excavation that would generate
additional collections, the significant impacts of the
proposed project shall be mitigated by recovering data
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from the existing collections from the site, which
constitute several thousand artifacts, records, and
other materials. The Santa Barbara Museum of
Natural History, Antelope Valley Indian Museum,
Fowler Museum of Anthropalogy (UCLA), Antelope
Valley College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to
allow access to the materials currently in their
collections. All materials will be cleaned, sorted,
classified, stabilized, and otherwise processed in the
laboratory according to modern professional
standards. Various specialized technical analyses
shall be pesformed (see below), and a professionat
report that integrates and synthesizes all the available
data from the site shall be prepared. The data
recovery program shall be initiated upon award of a
construction contract for the project and completed
within an approximately 12-18 month time period.

Several data classes appear to be available and may
be analyzed as part of the data recovery plan. Prior to
conducting the technical analyses, additional Native
American consultation shail be conducted regarding
the proposed technical studies and dispaosition of
human remains. Destructive analyses of human
remains or funerary objects shall not be performed
without prior approval of the appropriate Native
American representatives. The following technical
analyses shall be conducted:

»  Stylistic and technological analysis of ground
stone collections, Native American ceramics,
flaked stone tools and debitage, bone tools,
stone and shell beads, and burial lots;

»  Source analysis and hydration dating of obsidian
tools and debitage;

¢ Taxonomic identification and analysis of faunal
remains;

*  Flotation of column samples and analysis of
paleobotanical remains;

*  Mitochondrial DNA analysis of human remains (if
appropriate samples are available and approved
by Native American representatives);

»  Radiocarbon dating of appropriate organic
remains;

¢  Comparative analyses with other local and
regional collections; and

¢  Site mapplng and documentation on the current
Department of Parks and Recreation forms.
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This proposed approach to data recovery is superior to
performing additional excavations at CA-LAN-192
because it will compensate more completely for the
impacts of the current project as well as the cumulative
effects of past projects and likely future projects. The
extant collections offer a diverse set of artifacts and
dietary remains from deeply stratified midden deposits
and wide variety of contexts within this expansive site.
They will provide a broader analytic sample of artifact
classes and types from the site than Is likely to be
recovered through additional excavation; wili provide
significant information from a larger area of the site
than could be examined currently {including portions of
the site already destrayed); and will permit more
meaningful public interpretation of the remains. Thus,
they are likely to provide a greater yield of scientifically
consequential information than would additional
excavation and will contribute more substantially to our
knowledge of local and regional prehistory.

In addition to the data recovery plan described above,
an archaeologist and a Native American monitor shall
also be on-site during any grading, trenching, or other
construction that has the potential to impact cultural
deposits. The monitor's abjective would be to collect
unique or diagnostic materials and watch for human
remains or other archaeological features. In the event
that intact features are uncovered during construction,
the monitor will temporarily redirect construction to
another part of the project area and will record,
remove, and/or relocate such features or remains in
accordance with state law and standard archaeological
practice prior to the resumption of construction.

During construction, the monitors also will direct
additional trenching in the portions of the APE
containing intact cultural deposits not tested previously.
The monitors will record representative profiles of
these areas, and will screen samples from cultural
strata to confirm that the deposits in these aress are
consistent with observations made during prior testing.

The monitor also will ensure that intact archaeological
remains capped by fill beneath the existing park are
not inadvertently damaged during construction of the
community building, new bathroom, walkways, parking
lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
existing park.

Finally, all extant collections from the site shall be
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curated at a single repository where they can be
preserved, protected, and made available for future
research and interpretation. The Antelope Valley
Indian Museum, one of the regional Indian museums of
the California State Parks system, currently holds
substantial collections from the site and has indicated
their willingness to curate the other collections.

The County of Los Angeles shall fully fund the
mitigation program.

With the recommended mitigation program, impacts to
archaeological resources would be reduced to a less than
significant level. By reducing impacts to a less than
significant level, the mitigation program would also address
the potential inconsistencies with County Conservation and
Open Space Element Policies 17 and 18 and Antelope
Valley Area Plan Policy 137. In addition, the program
would implement Conservation and Open Space Element
Policies 18 and 19 by encouraging the public use of the
project site and improving public access to the resources
that have been excavated from the site.

The proposed project would create new recreational )

opportunities for local residents, The project would not be

expected to increase the population in the community or to
change the demographic character of the area.

Displacement

The project site currently contains vacant land (b).
Therefore, no displacement would occur.

Employment and Income
Patterns

The project would generate short-term employment
opportunities during construction and potential long-term
employment opportunities for maintenance of the site. No
adverse impacts to employment or income patterns are
expected.

The project site is not adjacent to a school. The proposed
project does not involve housing or any other use that
would bring children to the area or increase enrollment at
local public schools. The proposed park facilities would
provide new recreational opportunities for current area
residents.

Commercial Facilities

The proposed project would not affect commercial facilities.

Health Care

The proposed project would not affect access to health
care.

Social Services

The proposed project would provide community
recreational and meeting facilities for current area
residents. No new services would be required for the
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The proposed project would not require new solid waste
facilities. Construction debris would be recycled or
transported fo the nearest landfill site and disposed of
appropriately. The amount of debris generated during
project operation is not expected to significantly affect
landfill capacities; solid waste generation at the community
building would be minimal. The proposed project would
comply with applicable regulations related to solid waste.
Operation of the proposed project would be subject to the
requirements set forth in the County's Solid Waste
Management Program, which presently requires each City
and the County to divert 50% of its solid waste from landfill
disposal through source reduction, recycling, and
composting. Inclusion of the following mitigation measure
would ensure a less than significant impact.

Solid Waste

x

2. Solid Waste. The following requirements shall be
" implemented to minimize the impact to solid waste
disposal facilities:

¢ During construction, inert materials, including
vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and other
recyclable materials, shall be recycled to the
greatest extent feasible.

* The County shall implement a recycling program
at the new facility to minimize the amount of solid
waste generated by the project site to be
disposed of in County landfllls. Space shall be
allocated either within the butiding or in outdoor
areas for collection and storage of recyclable
materials. : B

Waste Water X The proposed project would slightlyincrease wastewater

. generation as compared to current conditions. Existing
bathrooms on the portion of the park constructed during

Phase I of the project are on a septic system which will be

abandoned in place per the UPC Appendix “K” Section K11

and connected to a new septic and leach field system that
will serve the entire project. The new septic and leach field
system will be designed and constructed in accordance
with the requirements and guidelines of the County of Los

Angeles Health Department. :

Wastewater flows orlginating from the proposed project
would discharge fo a septic tank and leach field system..
The system has a design capacity of 5,000 gallons per day.
The design was based on the Percolation Testing (m) for
the site, which confirmed that the site can handle the
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design flows. However, itis anticipated that wastewater
flows from facilities onsite would remain well below the
design capacity. A copy of the Percolation Testing results
is attached as Appendix C. - .
Storm Water X ) » The project consists of new recreational facilities within an

existing local community park. These uses do not
generate hazardous or unusual wastewater discharges.
The quality of storm water runoff is regulated under the
County’s existing Natiorial Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permit. The NPDES Permit requires the
implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
control erosion, debris, and construction-related pollutants
at all construction sites. s )

In compliance with the County of Los Angeles NPDES
Permit, the project plans will include a local Storm water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with appropriate BMPs
(from the “California Storm Water BMP Construction
Handbook”) for general site management, construction
materials and waste managemerit, and erosion and
sediment control measures for implementation during the
construction phase of the project. The project plans will be
submitted to the Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works, Building and Safety Division for review and
approval during the project design phase and prior to
issuance of the grading permit.

The proposed project would cover an area of approximately
15 acres and would include two basketball courts, one
general purpose/soccer field, a baseball field, and a 4,000
square foot community building and associated parking Iot.
The building and new parking surfaces would increase
Impervious surface area at the site by 1 acre and generate
approximately 1 cubic foot per second (CFS) of additional -
runoff. These small changes in absorption rates and the
amount of surface runoff would not alter drainage patterns
on the site. No significant impacts are anticipated and no
mitigation measures are necessary.

A watercourse is located adjacent to the project site. The
proposed project would not result.in changes to currents or
direction of water movements. The project is not expected
to cause any changes in groundwater quality because no
on-site' discharges would affect any known aquifers. )
Development of the proposed project site could lead to a
slight increase in surface runoff containing typical urban
pollutants generated by motor vehicles and fertilizers. The
project includes on-site non-erasive drainage
Improvements to collect and transfer storm water to the
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northwest portion of the site with outlet structures designed
with rip-rap to dissipate flow velocities. However, a catch
basin filtration system would be incorporated into the
drainage system to absorb and filter pollutants and
sediment. Due o the size of the site and the type of use
proposed for the site, no significant impacts to groundwater
quality are anticipated as a result of project
implementation. Additionally, the project would comply
with lacal, state, and federal requirements pertalning to
water quality of storm water runoff. Therefore, significant
impacts are not anficipated.

Water Supply . X Water-service would be provided by the Los Angeles

" |County Waterworks District 40, which has adequate water
" |supply from the Antelope Valley — East Kern State Water
Agency to serve the needs of the proposed park. The
existing park area and the proposed Phase 11 portion of the
site are crossed by a Los Angeles County Water Works
easement, in which a 12-inch water line is located (e).

The project includes a 4,000 square foot community
building. State-mandated water conservation measures,
Including ultra low-flow toilets, urinals, and taps, water
conserving plumbing, and other required conservation
measures, would be utilized in the new facilities to reduce
the amount of water used.

Based on a water use factor of 300 galions per 1,000
square feet of floor area per day, the new building would
use approximately 1,200 gallons of water per day (s). In
addition, the Iigation water demand for the sports fields
and landscaped areas is estimated at 18,039 gallons of
water per day (t). Therefore, the project would use
approximately 19,239 galions of water per day. This
amount of water does not represent a substantial increase
in the area's water use that would require development of
additional water resources or entitlements.

Use of native drought-tolerant plants in landscaping and
hardy, low water use grass in sports and picnic areas will
increase water use efficiency at the site.  With low water
use fixtures and water-efficient landscaping, the project is
not expected to significantly affect water supply.
Nevertheless, because of ongoing concemns about water
supply in the Southem California region and due to the
extreme arid climate of the project area, the following water
conservation measures will be included in the project.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concerns about
regional water supplies, landscaped areas shall be
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designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass
used for lawns in picnicking areas and playing fields
shall be a hardy, low water use grass. Planting beds
shall be heavily mulched in accordance with water-
conserving landscape design practice.

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Depariment's Lancaster
Station provides police protection services in the project
vicinity (f). The station Is located at 501 W. Lancaster Blvd
in Lancaster, approximately 23 miles from the proposed
project site (g). The proposed project would incrementally
increase demand for police protection services. However,
this increase would be nominal and no adverse impacts to
police services are expected.

The Los Angeles County Fire Department Station in Lake
Los Angeles at 39939 170th Street East, approximately 1
mile from the project site (i), would provide fire protection,
paramedic, and emergency medical technician services to
the proposed development (h). The proposed project
would incrementally increase the demand for fire protection
services; however, implementation of the project would be
in accordance with the latest Los Angeles County Fire
Department codes and guidelines for construction, access,
water mains, fire flows, and hydrants. Therefore, no
adverse impacts to fire protection services are anticipated.

Impact Categories
Public Safety
Police
Fire
Emergency
Medical

The Los Angeles County Fire Department would provide
emergency medical services. Emergency victims would be
taken to Antelope Valley Hospital at 1600 West Avenue J .
in Lancaster, approximately 20 miles away (h). No adverse
impacts to emergency medical services are anticipated.

Open Space And Recreation

Open Space

The proposed project would not adversely affect any areas
designated as public open space (a).

Recreation

The Lake Los Angeles area is currently lacking in sports
fields and community recreation facilities. The proposed
project would provide needed recreational and athletic
opportunities for the community, including sports fields and
a community building In which to meet. The project would
be designed with the goal of providing recreational
opportunities for all ages from young children to senior
citizens, including those that are handicapped or disabled,
by providing a venue for both passive and active
recreation.

Cultural Facilities

There are presently no buildings within the project area that
would be considered culturally significant. However, as
discussed above under “Historic, Cultural, and

Archaeclogical Resources,” the project site is part of a
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known significant archaeological site known as CA-LAN-
192. Grading activity associated with the project would
result in potentially significant impacts to intact cultural
resources at this site, though the recommended mitigation
program would reduce such impacts to a less than

) significant level, .

Transportation X Upon completion, operation of the proposed project would
generate an estimated 234 daily vehicle trips to and from
the site (c). Vehicles would access the site via Avenue P,
which currently operates at level of service (LOS) A. The
projected daily vehicle trip generation is minimal and does
not require a traffic impact analysis since the project will
generate less than the 500-daily trip threshold at which the
County of Los Angeles normally requires a traffic study. In
addition, the area road system is in place and is adequate
to accommodate project-generated traffic. The project
would contribute minimally to the overall traffic condition in
the area, and significant impacts to the area circulation
system are not anticipated. Parking would be provided on-
site and Is expected to be sufficient to accommodate
projected demand. The proposed park facilities would not
create any hazardous traffic conditions, affect air traffic
patterns, or conflict with any policies pertaining to
alternative transportation modes.

Grading activity for the project is expected to last about five
weeks and involve a maximum of 20-25 truck trips per day.
This number of truck trips would not be expected to
signlficantly affect traffic conditions as the existing road
network currently operates at LOS A.

ERAT s A
Water Resource The project site is adjacent to a natural drainage course
that was historically part of the Lovejoy Springs water
system. The drainage course runs across the northern
portion of the property, and a small tributary to the drainage
course crosses the western portion of the site (b). A
September 2004 site visit with Betty Courtney, a California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) biologist,
determined the boundaries of the drainage course and
CDFG jurisdiction. Based on these boundaries, the
proposed project would avoid all jurisdictional drainage
areas. Therefore, the proposed project would not affect
water resources.

Surface Water X The drainage course to the north of the development area
and the small tributary to the drainage course located to

the west of the development area would be associated with
surface water flows during seasonal rainy petiods (b).
Areas of surface water flow in the drainage course would
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be avoided during project activities. Therefore, no impacts
to surface water would be expected as a result of project
‘ implementation. ) )
Watercourses X Watercourses in the project site vicinity include the naturai
drainage course associated with Lovejoy Springs to the
north and the tributary to the west of the devefopment area
(b). The proposed development would avoid the drainage
and tributary area, and no impacts to watercourses are
anticipated. :
The project site is not within the 100-year flood zone (j).
Therefore, it would not be subject to significant flood
. ' . hazards,
Unique Natural Features and X The project site has been largely disturbed by past
Agricuitural Lands ) activities and contains no unique natural features. No

active agricultural lands or Prime, Unique, or Statewide
Importance agriculturai soils are present onsite or within
the project area (b). No portion of the site is zoned for

. agricultural use or under Williamson Act contract.
Vegetation and Wildlife X As part of the environmental review for the project,
biological field surveys were conducted by the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) (August 2003 and
September 2004), consulting biolagist Frank Hovore
(September 2003), and Rincon Consultants, Inc. biologists
(September and October 2004). The CDFG and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) were consulted in August-
September 2003 and September 2004. An Incidental Take
Permit Application was submitted to the CDFG in
September 2004 {n). That application and the CDFG's
confirmation of receipt of the application, dated October 24,1
2004 (o), are attached as Appendix D.

The project site is in a highly disturbed area containing
both native and non-native, ruderal vegetative components.
No important biotic communities exist within the project
disturbance area, and no protected wildlife was observed
onsite (b).

Vegetation observed at the project site includes:
tumbleweed (Amaranthus albus), fourwing saltbush
(Atriplex canescens), allscale (Atriplox polycarpa), rabbit
bush (Chrysothamnus nauseousus), desert saltgrass
(Distichlis spicata), ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens), salt .
heliotrope (Heliotropium curassavicum), pine trees (Pinus
sp.), and Russian thistle (Salsola kali).

Parish’s popcorn-flower (Plagiobothrys parishii), a CNPS
List 1B plant, was reported to CDFG as being observed in
1917 in the swampy, alkaline soils of Lovejoy Springs, on
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the east side of Lovejoy Buttes. However, this plant was
reported as extirpated from the site in 1999. This plant was
not observed at the site during the September 15, 2004 site
visit, and, because Lovejoy Springs have dried up, this
plant would not be expected at the site.

The following common wildlife species were observed
onsite: harvester ants (Pogonomyrmex sp.), zebratail lizard
(Callisaurus draconoides), Mojave rattiesnake (Crotalus
scutulatus), western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis),
California quail (Callipepla californica), common raven
(Corvus corax), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglotios),
and house sparrow (Passer domesticus). Sign (scat and
footprints) from mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) and
coyote (Canis Jatrans) were observed onsite. A feral cat
was observed stalking mockingbirds within the existing
park yard, and a roaming dog with a coliar was observed

* [roaming in the scrub adjacent to the existing park.

A small mammal, probably a white-tailed antelope squirrel
(Ammospermophilus leucurus), was observed scurrying
into a burrow under a saltbush (Figure 5). Mohave ground
squirrel (MGS, Spermophilus mohavensis), a species listed
as State Threatened, was not identified onsite and, based
on site inspections by Frank Hovore and Betty Courtney
(CDFG), the site does not appear to support an active
MGS population {n). However, MGS is known to occur
within the general project vicinity. Communications with
the CDFG have indicated that, because the project would
disturb 3 acres of potentially suitable habitat for MGS, the
species is assumed to be present and could potentially be |
affected by park construction. The GDFG has indicated
that iand purchase will serve as mitigation for impacts to
habitat. It should be noted that the Mohave ground squirrel
is also listed as a federal Species of Concern: however,
Species of Concem are not formally protected under the
federal Endangered Species Act.

Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizi), a species listed as
State and federally threatened, is known to accur in desert
areas with friable soils. No desert tortoise or sign of
tortoise was observed onsite, and the appropriate soils for
desert tortoise were absent from much of the site. Further,
communications with CDFG and the USFWS indicate that
nearby resldential development makes it unlikely that
desert tortoise would oceur onsite (j). Therefore, no
impacts to desert tortoise or its habitat are anticipated.

Onsite iighﬁng may incrementally increase lighting in the
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adjacent drainage. Though the drainage may serve as a
movement corridor for common wildiife species, sensitive
specles are not known to be present in the site vicinity.
Lighting would be directed downward and shielded, thus
minimizing the potential for light spillover and impacts to
wildlife movement. Significant impacts are not expected.

The following mitigation measure is required in order to
offset the loss of 3 acres of potentially suitable habitat for
the Mohave ground squirrel:

4. Mohave Ground Squirrel. To mitigate for
disturbance of potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, the County shall comply with all requirements
of the 2081 California Endangered Species Act
(CESA) incidental take permit issued by the CDFG,
including funding the Desert Tortoise Preserve
Committee’s (DTPGC's) acquisition, enhancement and
management of 3 acres of known, occupied MSG
habitat. Mitigation acquisition shail take place at the
Desert Tortoise Preserve in Kern County and shall be
coordinated through the DTPC. The County shall
enter into a binding legal agreement with the DTPC
describing the terms of acquisition, enhancement, and
management of habitat lands no later than 30 days
following execution of the CESA 2081 take permit.

Implementation of the above measure would reduce MGS
impacts to a less than significant level

i

Growth-Inducing Impacts The proposed project would provide community use an
recreational opportunities for residents of the town of Lake
Los Angeles. Itis expected that the majority of project
users already reside in the area. Thus, the project would
not be expected to induce substantial poputation growth.

The project would not require the construction of new
transportation facilities (roads or signals) because local
roads operate at acceptable levels of service and the
proposed park will not generate substantial peak hour or
daily traffic. The project would require minor expansion of
. water, storm water, and power infrastructure. These .
infrastructure components are already in place for the
existing park, and implementation of the proposed project
would likely involve extension of these elements to service
new park areas. Sewer hookups would not be necessary
as a leach fleld would be used. Therefare, the potential of
the project to induce growth through infrastructure
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construction is not considered significant.

Mineral Resources

The project site is not in an area of known mineral
resources and ho mineral resource extraction is occurring
in the site vicinity. No impact to the availability of mineral
resources is anficipated.

Mandatory Findlngs of
Significance pursuant to
CEQA, Appendix G:

d) Does the project have
the potential to degrade
the quality of the
environment,
substantlally reduce the
habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-
sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal
community, substantially
reduce the number or
resfrict the range of a
‘rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate
important examples of
major periods of
California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have
impacts that are
individually limited but
cumulatively
considerable?

c) Does the project have
environmental effects
which will cause
substantially adverse
effects on human
beings, either directly or
indirectly?

As discussed under "Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological
Resources” and "Vegetation Wildlife,” the proposed project
would have the potential to disturb cultural and biclogicat
resources. However, implementation of the mitigation
measures recommended in those sections would reduce
impacts to a less than significant level. As also discussed
above, the mitigation measures to be implemented
regarding the historically significant archaeological features
on the site will avoid elimination of important examples of
major periods of California history or prehistory, and thus
reduce the project's impact on historical resources to below
a level of significance.

The proposed project would provide a community center
and playing fields in an undeveloped but highly disturbed
area. While expansion of the park would increase the
intensity of development on the project site, it would not
result in any significant impacts that would be cumulatively
considerable.

As discussed under “Hazards and Nuisances, Including
Site Safety,” “Effects of Ambient Noise on Project and
Contribution to Community Noise Levels,” and “Effects of
Ambient Air Quality on Praject and Contribution to
Community Air Pollutant Levels,” the proposed project
would not create any substantial adverse effects on human
beings.
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Required

~ Note Compliande
Documentation

Historic Properties
36 CFR 800 (CDBG)
36 CFR 801 (UDAG)
14CCR 3

X

Historic and archaeological
evaluations have been completed and
are available for review at the Los
Angeles County Community
Development Commission. As
discussed above under “Historic,
Cuitural, and Archaeological
Resources,” a significant
archaeological site, CA-LAN-192, is
located on the project site. Mitigation
for potential impacts to this site would
be required (see mitigation under
“Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological
Resources” on page 11).

. Floodplain Management
42 FR 26951

The project site is located adjacent to,
but outside the 100-year flood zone
(i) The proposed project involves a
community building, athletic fields and
other recreational facifitles that are not
expected to be subject to significant
flood hazards.

. Wetlands Protection
42 FR 26951

The project site is adjacent to a
natural drainage course that was
historically part of the Lovejoy Springs
water system. The drainage course
runs across the northern portion of the
property, and small tributary to the
drainage course crosses the westemn
portion of the site (b). A September
2004 site visit with Betty Courtney, a
California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG) biologist, determined
the boundaries of the drainage course
and CDFG jurisdiction. Based on
these boundaries, the proposed
project would avoid all jurisdictional
drainage areas. Therefore, the
proposed project would not affect
water resources.

. Coastal Zone Plan
16 U.S.C. 1451

The project site is not located in a
coastal zone (b).

. Sole Source Aquifers
42 U.8.C. 201, 300(g)
and 21 U.S.C. 349

No impact to primary drinking water
sources |s anticipated.

. Endangered Species
16 U.S.C. 1531

As discussed on page 20 under
"Vegetation and Wildlife,” the
proposed project would not adversely
affect any federally listed plant or
animal species. The proposed project
would disturb 3 acres of suitable
habitat for the Mohave ground
squirrel, which is a California
Threatened species and listed as a
federal Species of Concern.
Mitigation provided under “Vegetation
and Wildlife” (page 22) would offset
this loss through acquisition and
preservation of 3 acres of known

Mohave ground squirrel habitat.
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' . . Required
7. Wild and Scenic Rivers X No wild or scenic rivers are located in
16 U.S.C. 1271 the site vicinity (b).
8. Air Quality Protection X As discussed above under “Effects of
42 U.8.C. 7401 Ambient Air Quality on Project and
‘ Contribution to Community Air
Pollutant Levels,” the proposed project
would not generate emissions
exceeding locally adopted thresholds
and would comply with all applicable
rules and regulations.
9. Farmland Protection X No agricultural uses are located onsnte
7 U.S.C. 4201 ‘ (b).
10. Environmental Justice X The project would provide additional
Executive Order 12898 employment opportunities in the

community during construction and
would provide community meeting and
recreational opportunities for area
residents. 'The project would not
expose low-income or minoity
populations to any envnronmental
justice concerns.

11. HUD Envlronrhental Standards, 24 CFR 51 as amended -

a. Noise Abatement
24 CFR 51B

-X

As discussed above under “Effects of
Ambient Noise on Project and
Contribution to Community Noise
Levels,” the proposed project would
not be exposed to excessive noise
levels and would not generate noise
exceeding HUD or community
standards at adjacent residences.

b. Landfill Hazards
CPD Letter 79-33

The project site is not subject to any
known landfill hazards (b).

c. Upset Hazards .
24 CFR 51B

The project site is not subject to any
known upset hazards, nor would the
proposed use create any significant
upset hazards (b).

d. Flammable Oper.
24 CFR 51C

The project site is not subject to any
known flammable operations or
explosives (b).

e. Toxlé/Radioactivity
HUD Notice 79-33

There Is no evidence of hazards toxic
substances, or radioactivity present
on the project site. As the site has not
been previously developed and there
is no indication onsite or in historical
records of potential contamination, it
is unlikely that hazards or nuisances
would exist onsite (b).

f. Airport Clear Zohes
24 CFR 51D

The project site is not in an airport
clear zone (j).
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Summary of Findings and Conclusions:

The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Stephen D. Sorenson Park facilities from 3
acres to 12 acres. The existing park, which consists of a tot lot playground with swings, a grassy picnic
area, a horseshoe pit, a bathroom on a septic system, and a parking lot, would remain intact.
Improvements would include the addition of two lighted basketball courts, one lighted general
purpose/soccer field, a lighted baseball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, and 46
additional parking spaces. A community building of approximately 3,500 to 4,000 square feet would

~ also be constructed as part of the expansion.

The 100-acre parcel containing the project site is zoned R-A, Residential Agriculture, which allows
single family residences and crops. The site is shown as Urban I in the County General Plan. The
proposed park would be consistent with land use designations for the site. Neighboring land uses
consist of residential uses and open space. The proposed project would generally be compatible with
the scale and visual character of the surrounding area. Site lighting could be visible at nearby
residences, but would be shielded and directed away from residences to avoid spillover of light onto
adjacent properties.

The project would not generate any significant noise impacts, nor would it be subject to noise in excess
of HUD or community standards for residential uses. The project site currently contains undeveloped
lands with disturbed, ruderal vegetation. As no residences occur on the project site, displacement of
residents would not occur as a result of the project.

The project site is adjacent to a natural drainage course that was historically part of the Lovejoy Springs
water system. The drainage course runs across the northern portion of the property and a small
tributary to the drainage course crosses the western portion of the site. A site visit with a California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) biologist determined the boundaries of the drainage course and
CDFG jurisdiction. The proposed project would avoid all jurisdictional drainage areas.

No threatened or endangered wildlife was observed on the site. Mohave ground squirrel
(Spermophilus mohavensis), a species listed as California Threatened and a federal Species of Concern, is
not known to be present onsite, but is known to occur within the project vicinity. Communications
with the CDFG have indicated that, because the project site contains potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, mitigation in the form of land acquisition and management will be needed. Desert tortoise
(Gopherus agassizi), a species listed as State and federally threatened, is known to occur in desert areas
with friable soils. However, no desert tortoise or sign of tortoise was observed onsite, and the
appropriate soils for desert tortoise are absent from much of the site. Further, communications with
CDFG and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) indicate that nearby residential development
makes it unlikely that desert tortoise would occur onsite. Therefore, no impacts to desert tortoise or its
habitat are anticipated.

The project would not significantly affect public facilities. Implementation of the project would create

short-term employment opportunities during construction and could provide long-term employment
opportunities through maintenance of the park.
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Historic and archaeological evaluations have been completed. There are presently no buildings within
the project area. However, the project site is part of a significant archaeological site, CA-LAN-192.
Although a substantial amount of this site has been disturbed by prior development, intact
archaeological deposits remain in some areas and could be disturbed by proposed grading and
construction activity. Mitigation would be required for impacts to this resource.

The proposed project would not consume substantial quantities of water or energy or generate
substantial quantities of solid waste or wastewater. Nevertheless, water conservation measures and '
recycling facilities should be incorporated into project design. The project site is adjacent to, but
outside of the 100-year flood zone; therefore, the project would not be subject to significant flood
hazards.

The project would conform to all applicable Federal, State, and regional air pollution control
regulations, both short- and long-term, and would not significantly affect local or regional air quality.
The project would incrementally increase daily traffic volumes in the immediate area; however,
project-generated traffic would not significantly affect local roadways. '

Summary of Environmental Conditions:

The project site is currently comprised of undeveloped, but disturbed lands. The project site is
adjacent to a natural drainage and tributary, which are located outside the development area and
would not be affected by project activities. An archaeological site, CA-LAN-192, is present on-site.

Project Modifications and Alternatives Considered:

In order to avoid impacts to known significant archaeological resources on the project site, an alternate
site for project construction could be considered. Specifically, construction of the proposed project at a
nearby location without archaeological resources or other known constraints could occur to the north
of the project site, near the community fire station on 170% Street. Relocation of the proposed park
facilities could avoid significant impacts to archaeological resources. However, the location near the
community fire station is not adjacent to the existing park facilities and therefore would not meet the
objective of providing a consolidated park that meets the needs of area residents. Relocation of the
proposed park facilities to another area on the 100-acre lot owned by the County of Los Angeles is not
feasible because of limitations on usable space posed by the presence of an onsite drainage course and
associated setback requirements. '

Mitigation Measures Required:
The following mitigation measures are required:
1. Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological Resources. CA-LAN-192 has already produced
substantial collections of artifacts, but these collections have never been processed, analyzed, or
reported according to modern professional standards. The remains are distributed among

several public repositories and private collections. Many of the materials are still in their
original excavation level bags, little or no technical study has been performed, and scattered
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references to the site in the professional literature reflect anecdotal information rather than
thoughtful analysis of published data. In lieu of additional site excavation that would generate
additional collections, the significant impacts of the proposed project shall be mitigated by
recovering data from the existing collections from the site, which constitute several thousand
artifacts, records, and other materials. The Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History,
Antelope Valley Indian Museum, Fowler Museum of Anthropology (UCLA), Antelope Valley
College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to allow access to the materials currently in their
collections. All materials will be cleaned, sorted, classified, stabilized, and otherwise processed
in the labotatory according to modern professional standards. Various specialized technical
analyses shall be performed (see below), and a professional report that integrates and
synthesizes all the available data from the site shall be prepared. The data recovery program
shall be initiated upon award of a construction contract for the project and completed within an
approximately 12-18 month time period.

Several data classes appear to be available and may be analyzed as part of the data recovery
plan. Prior to conducting the technical analyses, additional Native American consultation shall
‘be conducted regarding the proposed technical studies and disposition of human remains.
Destructive analyses of human remains or funerary objects shall not be performed without
prior approval of the appropriate Native American representatives. The following technical
analyses shall be conducted:

* Stylistic and technological analysis of ground stone collections, Native American ceramics,
flaked stone tools and debitage, bone tools, stone and shell beads, and burial lots;

Source analysis and hydration dating of obsidian tools and debitage;

Taxonomic identification and analysis of faunal remains;

Flotation of column samples and analysis of paleobotanical remains;

Mitochondrial DNA analysis of human remains (if appropriate samples are available and
approved by Native American representatives);

* Radiocarbon dating of appropriate organic remains;

* Comparative analyses with other local and regional collections; and

* Site mapping and documentation on the current Department of Parks and Recreation forms.

This proposed approach to data recovery is superior to performing additional excavations at
CA-LAN-192 because it will compensate more completely for the impacts of the current project
as well as the camulative effects of past projects and likely future projects. The extant
collections offer a diverse set of artifacts and dietary remains from deeply stratified midden
deposits and wide variety of contexts within this expansive site. They will provide a broader
analytic sample of artifact classes and types from the site than is likely to be recovered through
additional excavation; will provide significant information from a larger area of the site than
could be examined currently (including portions of the site already destroyed); and will permit
more meaningful public interpretation of the remains. Thus, they are likely to provide a greater
yield of scientifically consequential information than would additional excavation and will
contribute more substantially to our knowledge of local and regional prehistory.
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In addition to the data recovery plan described above, an archaeologist and a Native American
monitor shall also be on-site during any grading, trenching, or other construction that has the
potential to impact cultural deposits. The monitor’s objective would be to collect unique or
diagnostic materials and watch for human remains or other archaeological features. In the
event that intact features are uncovered during construction, the monitor will temporarily
redirect construction to another part of the project area and will record, remove, and/or
relocate such features or remains in accordance with state law and standard archaeological
practice prior to the resumption of construction. During construction, the monitors also will
direct additional trenching in the portions of the APE containing intact cultural deposits not
tested previously. The monitors will record representative profiles of these areas, and will
screen samples from cultural strata to confirm that the deposits in these areas are consistent

- with observations made during prior testing.

The monitor also will ensure that intact archaeological remains capped by fill beneath the
existing park are not inadvertently damaged during construction of the community building,
new bathroom, walkways, parking lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
existing park.

Finally, all extant collections from the site shall be curated at a single repository where they can
be preserved, protected, and made available for future research and interpretation. The
Antelope Valley Indian Museum, one of the regional Indian museums of the California State
Parks system, currently holds substantial collections from the site and has indicated their
willingness to curate the other collections.

The County of Los Angeles shall fully fund the mitigation program.

2. Solid Waste. The following requirements shall be implemented to minimize the impact to
solid waste disposal facilities: '

* During construction, inert materials, including vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and
other recyclable materials, shall be recycled to the greatest extent feasible.

* The County shall implement a recycling program at the new facility to minimize the
amount of solid waste generated by the project site to be disposed of in County landfills.
Space shall be allocated either within the building or in outdoor areas for collection and
storage of recyclable materials.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concerns about regional water supplies, landscaped areas
shall be designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass used for lawns in picnicking
areas and playing fields shall be a hardy, low water use grass. Planting beds shall be heavily
mulched in accordance with water-conserving landscape design practice.

4. Mohave Ground Squirrel. To mitigate for disturbance of potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, the County shall comply with all requirements of the 2081 California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit issued by CDFG, including funding the Desert
Tortoise Preserve Committee’s (DTPC's) acquisition, enhancement and management of 3 acres
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of known, occupied MSG habitat. Mitigation acquisition shall take place at the Desert Tortoise
Preserve in Kern County and shall be coordinated through the DTPC. The County shall enter

_into a binding legal agreement with the DTPC describing the terms of acquisition,
enhancement, and management of habitat lands no later than 30 days following execution of
the CESA 2081 take permit. . '

5. Additional Modifications. Minor changes to the mitigation measures required as a condition
of funding approval and that do not trigger State CEQA Guidelines Section 15074.1 are
permitted, but can only be made with the approval of the Executive Director of the Community
Development Commission (CDC) of Los Angeles County. '
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1. Is the projectin compliance with applicable laws and

regulations? _ Yeé [ INo
2. Isan EIS required? - S - .I:IYes No

3. A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) can be
made. The project will not significantly affect the quality
of the human environment. , Yes [ INo

Basic Reasons Supporting Decision:

The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Stephen D. Sorenson Park facilities from 3
acres to 15 acres to provide recreational facilities for area residents. The project is consistent with the .
guidelines of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program.

Project construction would result in potential impacts to biological and archaeological resources on-
site. Project operation would also increase on-site water demand and solid waste generation, which
may contribute to cumulative impacts to regional water supplies and solid waste disposal facilities.
However, impacts can be mitigated through implementation of the measures listed on pages 27-29,

Prepared by: Joe Power, AICP Title: Principal'

Date; April 27,2005 -

Environmental Officer, Community Development
Concurred in: Donald Dean _ Titlee _Commission of the County of Los Angeles
Date: : April 27, 2005 K
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SECTION 3

Responses to Comments on the MND/EA



Letter 1

COMMENTOR: Mark Butala, Senior Regional Planner, Southemn California Association of
Governments

DATE: May 25, 2005
RESPONSE:
The commenter states that the project is not regionally significant per Southern California

Association of Governments (SCAG) or CEQA criteria and that SCAG has no comments on the
project or MND/EA. No response is necessary.



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
" Los Angeles, California

90017-3435

t (213} 236-1800
f (213) 236-1825

WWw.scag.ca.gov

Officers: President: Councilmember Toni Young,
Port Hueneme « First Vice President: Supervisor
Yvonne Burke, Los Angeles County * Second Vice
President: Supervisor Gary Ovitt, San Bernardino
Counly * Immediate Past President: Mayor Pro
Tem Ron Roberts, Temecula

Imperial County: Victor Carrillo, Imperial County *
Jo Shields, Brawley

Los Angeles County: Yonne Brathwaite Burke,
105 Angeles County » Zev Yaroslavsky, Los Angeles
County « Jim Aldinger, Manhattan Beach « Harry
Baldwin, San Gabriel = Paul Bowlen, Cenrilos »
Tony Cardenas, Los Angeles = Stan Carmoll, La
Habra Heights « Margaret Clark, Rosemead =
Gene Daniels, Paramount » Mike Dispenza,
Palmdale + Judy Dunlap, Inglewood * Rae
Gabelich, Long Beach ¢ David Gafin, Downey
Eric Garcetti, Laos Angeles « Wendy Greuel, Los
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Los Angeles ¢ Paul Nowatka, Torrance » Pam
0'Connor, Santa Monica * Alex Padilla, Los
Angeles « Bernard Parks, Los Angeles * lan Perry,
tos Angeles « Ed Reyes, Los Angeles « Greig
Smith, Los Angeles = Tom Sykes, Walnut * Paul
Talbot, Alhambra = Sidney Tyter, Pasadena » Tonia
Reyes Uranga, Long Beach = Antonio Villaraigosa,
Los Angeles « Dennis Washburn, Calabasas ¢ Jack
Weiss, Los Angeles « Bob Yousefian, Glendale *
Dennis Zine, Los Angeles

Orange County: Chris Norby, Orange County °
Christine Barnes. La Palma = John Beauman, Brea
~ Lou Bone, Tustin * Art 8rown, Buena Park *
Richard Chavez, Anaheim + Debbie Cook,
Huntington Beach - Cathryn DeYoung, Laguna
Niguel » Richard Dixon, Lake Forest » Marilyn Poe,
Los Alamitos « Tod Ridgeway, Newport Beach

Riverside County: leff Stone, Riverside County <
Thomas Butkley, Llake Elsinore < Bonnie
flickinger, Moreno Valley + Ron Loveridge,
Riverside » Greg Pettis, Cathedral City = Ron
Roberts, Temecula

San Bernardino County: Gary Ovitt, San
Bernardino County « Lawrence Dale, Barstow =
Paul Ealon, Montclair = Lee Ann Garcia, Grand
Terrace » Tim Jasper, Town of Apple Valley = Larry
McCaflon. Highland « Deborah Robertson, Rialto
Alan Wapner, Ontario

Ventura County: judy Mikels, Ventura County *
Glen Becerra, Simi Valley » Carl Morehouse, San
Buenaventura = Toni Young, Port Hueneme
Orange County Transportation Authority: Lou
Cotrea, County of Orange

Riverside County Transportation Commission:
Robin Lowe, Hemet

Ventura County Transportation Commission:
Keith Millhouse, Moorpark

@ Printed on Recycled Paper 559-5/17/0%

May 25, 2005

Mr. Donald Dean, Environmental Officer
Community Development Commission of the
County of Los Angeles

2 Coral Circle

Monterey Park, CA 91755-7425

RE: SCAG Clearinghouse No. | 20050311 Stephen D. Sorensen Park
General Improvements Project

Dear Mr. Dean:

Thank you for submitting the Stephen D. Sorensen Park General
Improvements Project for review and comment. As areawide clearinghouse
for regionally significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans,
projects and programs with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG’s
responsibilities as a regional planning organization pursuant to state and
federal laws and regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is intended
to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to

-the attainment of regional goals and policies.

We have reviewed the Stephen D. Sorensen Park General Improvements
Project, and have determined that the proposed Project is not regionally
significant per SCAG Intergovernmental Review (IGR) Criteria and California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15206). Therefore, the
proposed Project does not warrant comments at this time. Should there be a
change in the scope of the proposed Project, we would appreciate the opportunlty
to review and comment at that time.

A description of the proposed Project was published in SCAG’s May 1-15, 2005
lntergovernmental Review Clearinghouse Report for public review and comment.

The pioject titte and SCAG Clearinghouse number should be used in all
correspondence with SCAG concerning this Project. Correspondence should be
sent to the attention of the Clearinghouse Coordinator. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (213) 236-1945. Thank you.

Senlor Reglonal Plannaf
Intergovernmental Review

esolving Reg.ona
challenge_;




Letter 2

COMMENTOR: Gary T.K. Tse, Director, Facilities Planmng Bureau, County of Los Angele
Sheriff’s Department

DATE: May 23, 2005
RESPONSE:

The commenter states the proposed project would not significantly affect the Sheriff’s
Department with the exception of “as needed” assistance for major events. It is not anticipated
that the proposed park expansion would involve major events needing on-site security or that
would necessitate the expansion of Sheriff’s or Police Department facilities. As such, impacts to
the County Sheriff’s Department and County Police Department would not be significant under
CEQA or NEPA.

The Sheriff’s Department also provides comments with respect to several specific topics, as
described below.

Increase in Crime Rate

The commenter notes that the increase in crime due to the project would be minimal, but again
states that additional personal may be needed for major events. As discussed above, it is not
anticipated that the proposed park expansion would involve major events requiring on-site
security personnel or expansion of Sheriff’s Department facilities.

Additional Staffing

The commenter notes that the proposed park expansion would not create the need for additional
full-time Sheriff’s Department personnel. This comment is noted. No response is necessary.

Additional Space

The commenter notes that the proposed park expansion would not create the need for additional
Sheriff’s Department space. This comment is noted. No response is necessary.

Traffic and Access

The commenter notes that Sheriff’s Department personnel may have to respond to incidents at
the park, but states that existing personnel are sufficient. The commenter reiterates that major
events may require additional personnel on a case-by-case basis. As noted above, it is not
anticipated that the park expansion would involve major events requiring on-site security or
response.



Project Generated Noise

The commenter states that noise impacts would be minimal, but that future residential
development may be affected by park-generated noise. This opinion is consistent with the
conclusions of the EA/MND. Any future residential development proposed in the vicinity of the
park would need to address potential noise issues as part of a separate environmental review.



County of Los Angeles

sheriff's Department Headguarters

e 4700 Ramona Boulevard
T Monterey Park, California 91754-2169

.fien)y D. lBaCa, cS/icri//r

May 23, 2005

Donald Dean, Environmental Officer
Community Development Commission of the
County of Los Angeles

2 Coral Circle

Monterey Park, California 91755-7425

Dear Mr. Dean:

REVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT
DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
STEPHEN D. SORENSEN PARK GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

This is in response to your letter dated May 6, 2005, for the above identified project. We have
completed our review and assessment of the project description and plans. For our comments
please see the attached letter from Gordon E. Carn, A/Captain of the Lancaster Sheriff's Station.

We would like to emphasize that the proposed project site is located in the jurisdiction of the Los
Angeles County Police, with the California Highway Patrol handling traffic issues. Therefore, no
significant impacts are anticipated to the service level of the Sheriff's Department with exception
of “as-needed” assistance from Sheriff's Department in support of major events scheduled at the
park.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Mike Kameya, of my
staff at (626) 300-3013.

Sincerely,

LERQY D. BACA, SHERIFF

T .

Gary T. l{ Tse, Director
Facilities Planning Bureau

A Tradition o/ Service Since 1850
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Jountp of Los Angeles
Sherift’s Bepactment Headguarters
| 4700 Ramona Boulevard
Monterep Pack, alifornia 91754 - 2163

LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF

(661) 948-8466

May 16, 2005

Gary T. K. Tse, Director

Sheriff’s Facilities Planing Bureau
1000 South Fremont Avenue
Building A-9, East 5" Floor North
Alhambra, California 91803

Dear Mr. Tse:

We are in receipt of your request for comment regarding the Draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the improvement project at Stephen D. Sorenson Park. Members of my staff and
1 have reviewed the draft declaration and are making the following recommendations regarding
the necessity of service level enhancements to accommodate the expansion of the park.

Increase In Crime Rate: The anticipated increase in crime will be minimal. However,
site security and routine patrol functions are the responsibility of the Los Angeles County
Police. It is recommend that you inquire with the County Police, Office of Public Safety,
to solicit comments regarding potential impact on their operations. As it relates to
Sheriff’s operations, no significant impact is anticipated during normal park operations.
However, in the event of a major event that could be scheduled at the. park, additional
personnel would be required on an as-needed basis. '

Configuration / Design: We have no specific concerns regarding this subject.

Additional Staffing: The operational hours of the park appear to be primarily during
normal day hours. Consequently, the need for additional personnel would be confined to
these hours. As is indicated above, we recommend that you solicit comments from the
County Police regarding additional staffing. As it relates to Sheriff’s operations, no
additional personnel should be required on a full-time basis.

A Tradition 0/[ Serovice
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. Additional Space: No additional office space or space dedicated at the current Sheriff’s
Station (Lancaster) will be required. '

. Traffic And Access: The area in question is presently in the unincorporated area of Los
Angeles County. Consequently, issues regarding traffic matters, vehicular access and
motor vehicle collisions would be the purview of the California Highway Patrol (CHP).
However, knowing the staffing limitations of the CHP and the current operational issues
presently encountered by our personnel, as well as other Sheriff’s patrol operations, it is
quite possible that our personnel will be required to step in and provide law enforcement
functions that would normally be provided by the CHP. Existing personnel shoald b&~
sufficient to address issues at the park pending the arrival of the CHP. However, in the
event of a major event that could be scheduled &t the park, additional personnel would be
required on an as-needed basis. '

. Project Generated Noise: The general area of the 'proposed-park is in an area of sparse
population. There are few homes in the area and the impact should be minimal. Future
residential development may be impacted by the noise generated by the park.

I trust that this information will be helpful in the development of the draft declaration. If you or-
- members of your staff require additional information, please feel free to contact Lieutenant
Wallace Fullerton, of my staff, at 661-940-3835.

Sincerely,

LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF

Gordon E. Carn, A/Captain
Lancaster Station



Letter 3

COMMENTOR: CherylJ. Powell, IGR/CEQA Program Manager, District 7, California
Department of Transportation

DATE: June 2, 2005
RESPONSE:

The commenter suggests that the County consider and implement truck-management plans for
hauling of dirt to the site and suggests that trips involving large trucks on state highways be
limited to off-peak hours. The commenter also notes that any oversized vehicles on state
highways would need a transportation permit from Caltrans. The County will implement
standard construction management approaches for all on-site construction activity. It is
anticipated that haul trips will occur primarily during off-peak hours as drivers typically wish to
avoid delays associated with peak hour traffic. Construction contractors will obtain any permits
needed from Caltrans prior to initiation of work.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOQLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Govemor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING

IGR/CEQA BRANCH

100 SOUTH MAIN STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 Flex your power!
PHONE (213) 897-3747 : Be energy efficient!

FAX (213) 897-1337

June 2, 2005
Mr. Donald Dean
Los Angeles County Community Development Commission
2 Coral Circle, Monterey Park, CA 91755

Re: Sorensen Park General Improvements Project
Mitigated Notice Declaration -- SCH No. 2002041009
IGR/CEQA. No. 050541/EK
Dear Mr. Dean:

We have received the NEPA Environmental Assessment (EA) and supporting Appendices A
through D for the Sorensen Park General Improvements Project, referenced at above right.
The park is to be expanded from 3 to 15 acres, with addition of a community building and
various new recreational facilities and parking spaces. On page 2 of the EA, it is stated that
an estimated 9,450 cubic yards of fill material would be imported. For the California State
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), we have the following comments on it.

Noting the large amount of haul material, we recommend that the applicant consider truck-
management plans and develop such plans if and when needed. We ask for avoidance of -
excessive or poorly timed caravans of trucks (truck platooning), even on-days when many
truck trips per day to or from a location might seem desirable. We also ask that large size
truck trips on State highways typically be limited to periods other than peak commute times.

We further note that construction of specialized facilities might be associated with this
Project, possibly requiring special equipment. Therefore we remind you that transportation
of heavy construction equipment and/or materials, or other special equipment, which requires
the use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways would require a transportation
permit from Caltrans.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record
Number 050541/EK, and please do not hesitate to contact our review coordinator Edwin
Kampmann at (213) 897-1346 or to contact me at (213) 897-3747.

Sincerely,

Chtnf YFoerel)

CHERYL J. POWELL
IGR/CEQA Program Manager, Caltrans District 7

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Letter 4

COMMENTOR: Terry Roberts, Director, State Clearinghouse, State of California Governor’s
Office of Planning and Research '

DATE: June 7, 2005
RESPONSE:

The commenter notes that the LACDC has complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents and attaches a letter from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Lahontan Region. The comments from the
RWQCB are addressed in the response to Letter 5.



: s,
. )
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 5%
. : :
"W ¢

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

: . : : "'Eﬂrcnu\'—ﬁw
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Arnold - Sean Walsh
Schwarzenegger . Director .
Govemor
June 7, 2005
Donald Dean

City of Los Angeles Community Development Commission
2 Coral Circle
Monterey Park, CA 91755

Subject: Sorensen Park General Improvements Prolect
SCH#: 2005051033

Dear Donald Dean:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state
agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on June 6, 2005, and the comments from .
the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify the
State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-dlglt State Clearinghouse number in
future correspondence so that we may respond promptly

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsxble or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
" activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be-carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
" specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need -
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly.

This let’cer acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
envuonrnental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the State

Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review process.

Sincerely, :

Terry Rob

Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812- 3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Letter 5

COMMENTOR: Hisam A. Baqgai, Supervising Engineer, California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Iahontan Region

DATE: May 24, 2005
RESPONSE:

The commenter notes that septic tank use will acquire approval from the Los Angeles County
Health Department and suggests that obtaining a permit does not constitute adequate mitigation.
As discussed in the MND/EA, percolation testing conducted on-site indicates that site can
handle the design flows for the proposed septic system. Significant impacts relating to the
operation of the on-site septic system have not been identified; therefore, mitigation is not
required. The County will obtain necessary permits for the operation of an on-site septic tank
and comply with any permit conditions. " :



£

b California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Lahontan Region

Alan C. Lloyd Ph.D. Victorville Office Arnold Schwarzenegger
Agency Secretary 14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, Victorville, California 92392 Governor
‘ (760) 241-6583 « Fax (760} 241-7308
http:/fwww.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan

File: Env. Docs, SB County

- , # 2005051033 '

To: State Clearinghouse E D cl

Address: PO Box 3044 Ca~
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Date:  May 24, 2005

' COMMENTS ON: DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
SORENSEN PARK GENERAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, SAN BERNARDINO
COUNTY

Please refer to the items checked for staff comments on the above-referenced project:

[] The proposal does not provide enough information to determine the type of wastewater
dlsposal system that will be used (i.e. septic system, sewer, etc.).

[1] Discharge of any material othet than domestic wastewater to an onsite septic tank -
wastewater disposal system is prohlbl’ced unless a Report of Waste Discharge is filed with
the Regional Board. :

[] The proposed proj ect deals with a non-sewage discharge to land and may need to be
regulated by the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board. Therefore, the County
must require the proponents to’contact the Regional Board for filing of a complete report
of waste discharge. :

[1] The proposed project appears to exceed the Regional Board’s 500 gallon per acre per day
- limitation on the discharge to septic tank disposal systems. Please address how this
requirement will be met in the document and proposed project design.

[1] The proposal does not provide enough information to determine if the Regional Board’s
500 gallon per acre per day limitation of the discharge to septic tank disposal systems is
exceeded. Please address in the document how this requirement will be met.

[] The proposed project is located in an area where septic tank disposal systems are
prohibited unless an exemption is requested and granted by the Regional Board. If the
project proponent intends to request an exemption, the environmental document must
contain the information necessary to make the findings for an exemption (Please review
the exemption c¢riteria contained in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q'?; Recycled Paper



State Clearinghouse -2- May 24, 2005

Region (Basin Plan) accessible on the Regional Board’s homepage
(www.swrch.ca.gov/rwgcb6 ).

[] The project may require development of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and a
NPDES General Industrial Stormwater Permit. This permit is accessible on the State
Board’s Homepage (www.swrcb.ca.gov). Best Management Practices must be used to
mitigate project impacts. The environmental document must describe the mitigation
measures or Best Management Practices.

(] The project appears to propose a discharge of waste to surface water. Therefore an -

' NPDES permit for the project may be necessary. Describe potential impacts to surface
water quality and beneficial uses of water. Also describe measures to be taken to reduce
pollutant loading to surface waters to meet numerical and narrative water quality
objectives contained in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region
(Www swrcb.ca.gov/rwqch6).

[] The proposed project may result in discharges of waste that may need to be regulated by
the Regional Board. Please review the general permits and the Water Quality Control
Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) accessible on the Regional Board’s homepage
(www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgeb6).
(provide more specific information here on the type of waste or form of regulation)

[] Please require written confirmation from the project proponent that they obtain Regmnal
Board concurrence before approving this project.

[] The project may require a Federal Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
Certification from the Regional Board. Application forms can be found at our web site
(www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqeb6) -

[] The proposal does not provide specific information on impacts to wetlands (or in the
v Lake Tahoe Basin, Stream Environment Zones). The Environmental Document needs to
quantify these impacts. Discuss purpose of project, need for wetland disturbance, and
alternatives (avoidance, minimize disturbances and mitigation). Mitigation must be
identified in environmental document including timing of construction. Mitigation must
replace functions and values of wetlands lost (at a minimum, 1.5 times the area disturbed
should be restored)

[] Regional Board staff has determined that this project will not have a 51gn1ﬁcant effect on
water quality as proposed.

[] Regional Board staff will make additional comments after a more detailed review is
complete.

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q'.?? Recycled Paper



State Clearinghouse -3- May 24, 2005

[] Project may result in spills that will adversely impact ground and surface waters. Include
spill contingency measures in the environmental document.

[X] Other: Septic tank use approval from the Los Angeles County Health Department is
" required. ' S

Please note that obtaining a permit and conducting monitoring does not constitute adequate
mitigation. Development and implementation of acceptable mitigation is required.

Sincerely W ' &' %
Print Name Hisam A. Bagai =
Title  Supervising Engineer
Phone No.  (760) 241-7325
E-Mail = hbaqai@waterboards.ca.gov

x\CEQA /Sorenesen Park

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q':,‘ Recycled Paper



SECTION 4

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



Sorensen Park Improvements Environmental Assessment
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

CEQA requires that a reporting or monitoring program be adopted for the conditions of project
approval that are necessary to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment (Public
Resources Code 21081.6). The mitigation monitoring and reporting program is designed to ensure
compliance with adopted mitigation measures during project implementation. For each mitigation
measure recommended in the Environmental Assessment, specifications are made herein that
identify the action required and the monitoring that must occur. In addition, a responsible agency
is identified for verifying compliance with individual conditions of approval contained in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

In order to implement this MMRP, the Community Development Commission will designate a
Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Coordinator (“Coordinator”). The coordinator will
be responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measures incorporated into the project are complied
with during project implementation. The coordinator will also distribute copies of the MMRP to
those responsible agencies identified in the MMRP, which have partial or full responsibility for
implementing certain measures. Failure of a responsible agency to implement a mitigation
measure will not in any way prevent the lead agency from implementing the proposed project.

The following table will be used as the coordinator’s checklist to determine compliance with
required mitigation measures.

Los Angeles County Community Development Commission
1 )
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FIGURE 1

Regional Location



Steven D. Sorensen Park Project
Environmental Assessment
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FIGURE 2

Project Vicinity



Steven D. Sorensen Park Project
Environmental Assessment
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FIGURE 3

Views of the Project Site
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FIGURE 4

Views of the Project Site
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FIGURE 5

Views of the Project Site



2a9v1 L

g 2m3r] 931G 109[01J 3y} JO SMIIA

‘Y002 ‘Gl toquualdes ‘panIasqo Sem jeluwew
Y002 ‘Gl Joquialdag ‘PoAIasqo Sem |eLuweL jjews e yoiym Japun ayis 199fosd pasodoud ay) o uoiod
jlews e Yolum Japun ysngijes Jopun ajoy jo MaIA - § 0jouyd ulelsem ay) uo ysnaqies Jo maia Buloel-yINos - € ojoyd

‘4002 ‘Sl Jloquiaidas ‘ayis 10efoid pesodoid sy jo yuou "700Z ‘Gl Jequisydag ‘ayis Joofoid pesodoud sy} jo yuou
8y} 0} paleoo| abeuielp ay) Jo maIA Buoel-jsapp - Z oloUd 2y} 0} peje00] SeNNg A4o01 Jo mala Buloe)-ULION - | ojoyd

JUDISSISSY [RJUBWIUOIIAUT
108l01d Yied U9SULIOS "(] USAS]S



FIGURE 6

Site Plan
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FIGURE 7

San Buenaventura Research Associates



SAN BUENAVENTURA RESEARCH ASSOCIATES MEMORANDUM

1328 Woodland Drive ® Santa Paula CA ® 93060 805/525-1909
Fax 805/525-1597

sbra@historicresource.com

www.historicresources.com

To: Joe Power, Rincon Consultants

From: Judy Triem, San Buenaventura Research Associates
Date: 4 October 2004

Re: Section 106 Evaluation, Sorensen Park Improvements

1. Description of Undertaking

The Los Angeles County Community Development Commission plans to use federal funds to expand
Sorensen Park, located at 16801 Avenue “P” in Lake Los Angeles, from three to fifteen acres. The existing
park will remain intact. Improvements to the new fifteen acre section will include two lighted basketball
courts, one lighted general purpose soccer field, and a lighted baseball field with concrete bleachers and
dugout. A community building of approximately 3,500 to 4,000 square feet will also be constructed.

2. Area of Potential Effect
The Area of Potential Effect (APE) includes the project site itself (APN 3073-008) and the adjacent park.
3. Description of Location of Undertaking

The project site is a fifteen acre vacant site adjacent to the existing Sorensen Park on the north and west.
Sorensen Park contains three acres that include restrooms, picnic tables, play equipment, a parking lot
and landscaping, surrounded by a chainlink fence.

4. Historic Resources/National Register Determination
Historical Background

The Lake Los Angeles area apparently was originally called Wilsona. A Wilsona School District was
established-by 1916 and the Wilsona Post Office was established in 1917. Today there is an area north of
Lake Los Angeles called Wilsona Gardens. In the area of Lovejoy Springs, northwest of the project site,
there was once a dam as early as 1911 and small scale irrigation accompanied by cattle ranching. The
Lovejoy Springs and Buttes area was used for filming between 1959 and 1967. Several movies as well as
TV series were shot here including complete episodes of Bonanza.

The unincorporated community of Lake Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County, was established in 1968 with
the creation of an artificial lake south of the dam. and has been extensively developed with single family
residences. The USGS Map for the area, Lovejoy Buttes, indicates no buildings on the project site or in the
immediate area prior to 1990. This map was surveyed in 1957 and updated in 1992. Originally called Lake
Los Angeles Park when it was completed in 1996, it was renamed in honor of Stephen Sorensen, a twelve
year veteran with the Los Angeles Sheriff's Department who served in Lake Los Angeles. Sorensen died in
August 2003.

National Register Eligibility

The criteria for determining eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) have
been developed by the National Park Service. Properties may qualify for NRHP listing if they:

A. are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that



represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or
D. have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to the National Register of Historic Places guidelines, the “essential physical features” of a
property must be present for it to convey its significance. Further, in order to qualify for the NRHP, a
resource must retain its integrity, or “the ability of a property to convey its significance.”

The seven aspects of integrity are: Location (the place where the historic property was constructed or the
place where the historic event occurred); Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan,
space, structure, and style of a property); Setting (the physical environment of a historic property);
Materials (the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and
in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property); Workmanship (the physical evidence of
the crafts of a particular culture or people during any given period of history or prehistory); Feeling (a
property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time), and; Association
(the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic property).

The minimum age criteria for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is 50 years. Properties less
than fifty years old may be eligible for listing on the NRHP if then can be regarded as "exceptional.”

Because the site is vacant and there are no buildings to evaluate, the National Register criteria does not
apply under Criteria A, B and C. The adjacent park within the APE was recently established and does not
meet the fifty year minimum age criteria. However, under Criterion D, a recent archaeological
investigation determined that the Lovejoy Springs Site, CA-LAN-192, is considered eligible under
Criterion D, at the local level, as it “has the potential to yield important information concerning the
prehistory of the Antelope Valley region within the Mohave Desert. The site consists of an intact, buried
deposit associated with bedrock mortars and human burials. The site contains valuable prehistoric
research potential at the local and regional levels.” (Padon & Love:2004)

In conclusion, there are presently no known buildings within the APE that are listed or eligible for listing
on the National Register of Historic Places. However, there is the potential for significant archaeological
resources.

5. Information from Local Organizations

No information was collected from local organizations.

6. Selected Sources

~ California Historical Landmarks, 1990

Ethnic Survey, Los Angeles County entries.

Federal Register Listings through January, 2003

Los Angeles County Assessor Information

Los Angeles Public Library, California Index for Wilsona and Lake California has citations from L.A. Times
Valley News, 3/5/1990. :

Padon, Beth, and Love, Bruce. Phase I Archaeological Review of Site CA-LAN-192 gt Stephen Sorensen
Community Park, Los Angeles County, California. September 27, 2004.

USGS Map, Lovejoy Buttes, 1957, updated to 1992.
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PHOTO 1. 16801 Avenue P, Lake Los Angeles, view facing northwest of proposed project area (1 October
2004).

PHOTO 2. View facing west of proposed project area adjacent to park (1 October 2004).
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PHOTO 3. View facing southwest from project site showing existing park in background (1 October 2004).
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Appendix A

Soils Reports



GEO-ETKA, INC.

Established 1965

Soil Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engineering
, Material Testlng And Inspections

739 N. MAIN STREET ORANGE CALIFORNIA 92868 PHONE: (714) 771-6911 FAX: {714) 771-1278

February 28, 2005
Job No: ENGR-9145A-00-05
Owner and Client: Prukiss ., Rose - rsi
801 North Harbor Boulevard
Fullerton, California 92832
Civil Engineer: Walden and Associates
2252 White Road, Suite B
- Irvine, California 92614
Approving Agency: Coimty of Los Angeles,
. Department of Public Works
900 South Freemont Avenue
Los Angeles, California 91803
Job Location: ' 10681 Avenue “P”, Lake Los Angeles”
' Los Angeles, California 92835
Project: o Stephen Sorensen Park, LA County
Subject: Section III Statement
. Plan Check Number: ?
References:

1. Preliminary Foundation Soils Invesugatlon Report No. ENGR-9145-00-05, dated )
4-4-00, by Geo-Etka, Inc.

2. Percolation Test — Sewage System Design Report No P9145-00, dated 4-5-00, by
- Geo-Etka, Inc.

3. Geotechnical Rev:lew and Report Update No: ENGR-9145-00-05 dated 1- 19—05
by Geo-Etka, Inc.

4. Grading Plan set dated 12-6-04, by the project civil engineer.



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: ENGR-9145A-00-05

Based on our telephone conversations with Mr. Brian Smith of the County of Los
Angeles, California, “Following is Section III Statement”,

Secﬁon III Statement

Based upon tests conducted as outlined in this and applicable referenced reports, and if
grade in accordance with our recommendations and properly maintained, it is the opinion
of the undersigned, a duly registered engineer, that (1) the proposed grading will be safe
against hazard from landslides, settlement or.slippage and that, (2) the proposed
grading will have no adverse effect on the geologic stability of the property outside the
graded site. The nature, and extent of tests conducted for the purposes of this declaration
generally accepted practices in this area. Test findings and statements of professional
opinion do not constitute a guarantee.

Note that no buildings are planned to be constructed in this phase.
Questions, if any, should be directed to our office.

Respectfully Submitted,
. GEO-ETKA, INC.

D

Ghayas A. Khan, i

Civil Engineer
- C-038344, Expires 3-31-07

N
‘é% RN | {\\5\, ‘

Ahmed Ali, President
REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-05

GAK/AA/bg



GEO-ETKA, INC.

Established 1965 )

'Soil Englneefing, Geology And Environmental Engineering

Material Testing And Inspections

“(714) 771-8911
ORANGE-MAIN BUSINESS PARK
739 N::MAIN STREET, ORANGE, CA 92868-1105
' FAX (714) 771-1278 .




GEO-ETKA, INC.

' Established 1965

Soll Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engineering
.~ Materlal Testing And Inspections

© 739 N.MAIN STREET, ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 52868 PHONE: (714) 771-6911  FAX: (714) 771-1278 .

PRELIMINARY FOUNDATION SOILS EXPLORATION
_ AND '
PAVEMENT DESIGN RECOMMENDATIONS

AT

"Lake Los Angeles Park"
-Avenue "p"
Lake Los Angeles
Los Angeles, California

FOR

Purkiss.Rose-rsi
801 North Harbor Boulevard
Fullerton, California 92832

RECEIVED
- APR 06 2000 _
' Date: April 4, 2000

PUBKISS ROSE-BSX | ~ Job No: FR-9145-00
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

‘Scope

This report presents the results of our Foundation Soils Explora-

‘tion and Pavement Design Recommendations of the site of .the
proposed construction to be located at "ILake Los' Angeles Park",
Avenue "P", Los Angeles California. ' : '

.The physical location and approximate dimensions '‘of the site are ..
shown' on the attached Plot 'Plan, Plate “av, -This. plans accuracy
is as good as was submitted to our office, for dimension of the
" Property .use plans by surveyors or civil engineers.

An investigation was authorized to determine the existing soil
-.conditions at the site and to provide data and specific recommen-
dations relative to the foundation design for the proposed
structure(s) in accordance with our proposal dated 3~21-00.

Refer to Appendix II for an explanation of- the limitations in-
herent in this field. -

Proposed Construction . 'Q

. "

It is planned to construct a rest-room, a shelter, back stops, a-

multipurpose field, 1lighted ‘baseball - courts and a lighted ball
field with a 60 to 70.feet tall sports field lighting poles.
Driveways, planters and landscaping completes the Lake ILos An--
geles Park project. ‘ -

This preliminary report is issued for the above design values.
If the final project parameters, i.e. building size, building
location, foundation loads etc. vary significantly . from those
noted above' this office should be notified. At that time, this’
. report will be revised to comply with the new design values.

This report is prepared for the client/owner, the project en-
gineers and the governing agencies. Use of its contents by third
parties will be at their own risk.

Chemical testing for detection of hydrocarbons or other potential
contaminants is beyond the scope of this- report. Environmental
assessment is not a part of the work undertaken.



GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

Site Condition

The site of .the proposed construction addition’ is' an existing~-
park facility fully developed. It is fairly level, with rolling
surfaces down towards the dry base bed. - . ‘ :

With reference to the site investigafed, it is bounded on the
West by Avenue "P", on the other '3 sides by vacant land. All of
the adjoining properties have matching.contqurs.

Weeds and trees and other structures forms the éround cover and
is landscaped and maintained by the park department. K

Soil condition

The on site so0il is composed of a layer of silty clay, clayey
sand, sandy silt and silty sand with gravel extending toe the
depth of the borings, 20 feet. Note that soil variations in soil
type may occur between the borings. Some of the 5 borings were
terminated due to the presence of gravel. ' :

For a detail.soil classification, refer to the logs of the
borings, Plates "B-~1" through "B-8". . : :

Ground water was noted in:borinés aiong the dry lake bed only.

Man-placed fill was encountered during the course of the field

investigation. Al fill in the area of planned construction must -

be removed -to firm native soil and replaced as compacted soil
tested to at least 90% of its relative dry density:

Exploration

The subsurface was explored by drilling 5 -borings, 6 inches in
diameter, to a maximum depth of 20 feet below the existing ground
surface. The borings were placed in strategic locations where
the major structure is to be constructed in a manner to determine
the subsurface conditions. Approximate locations of the borings -
are shown on the attached Plot Plan, Plate VA",

All of the borings were logged by our soils technician. Samples
of both undisturbed and disturbed soils encountered were obtained
for laboratory testing and observation. lLogs of the borings are
shown on Plates "B-1" through "B-8".

: 2o
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR=9145-00

) zplorgtlon (cont'd)

The soils are classified in accordance w1th the Unified Soil
Classification System described on an attached Plate. This Plate
also shows ‘the type of sampler used in obtalnlng undisturbed
samples. .

LabOratogi Testing

The field moisture content and dry densities of the soils encoun-
tered were determined by performing tests on the undisturbed -
,samples. The results of these tests are shown. on the ILogs of
Borings, ‘Plates’ "B=1" through "B-8". Den51ty and field moisture
information is useful as indicators of the nature and quality. of
-the material.

Direct shear tests were perfofmed on selected, femolded and un—

disturbed samples of the soils in order to determine the..-

strengths and supportlng capacities of the soils. The method of
- performing these tests is to saturate the sample; to .extrude the
sample into the test apparatus, to apply the normal load, and
then to allow sufficient time to elapse to .dissipate any excess
hydrostatic pressure. The sample is then subjected to a strain-
controlled single plane shear test. The method of applying- the
normal and shearing load is such as to allow the sample to change .
in volume without producing an associated change in the normal

stress. The shearing stress is measured at a constant rate of

strain of approximately 0.05 inches per mlnute

Selected samples of soil were: tested at conflnlng pPressures
similar to those of the materials in-situ. Additional -specimens
from the same samples were also tested at increaséd normal pres-
sures in order to determine the increase in shear strengths as-
.sociated with increased intergranular pressure. The test results
are plotted. graphically on Plates "C-1" and "C-2". . The resulting
values are as follows:

Angle of Internal ' Cohesion
Soil Type _ Friction (degrees) (p.s.f.)
Silty sand ' 27 125
Silty sand : 24 1/2 ‘ 20
Silty sand 25 200
Silty sand 32 ‘ _ 90
Sandy silty clay * '
Sandy clay Co%

* Denotes remolded samples.



GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

Laboratory Testing (cont’d)
. Consolidation tests were performed on saturated.sﬁecimens of the
typical foundations soils. .Consolidometers are designed to

- receive the undisturbed soil samples and brass rings in the field
condition. - _ . o

Porous stones placed at the top and bottom of each specimen per-
mit free flow of water into or from the.specimen during the test.
Successive load. increments were -applied to the top of the
specimen and progressive and final settlements under each incre-
ment were recorded to an accuracy of ‘0.0001 inch. The final
‘settlements so obtained are plotted to determine curves shown on
Plates "D-1" through "D-4%, : -

CONCLUSION_S

Suitability of the Proiject

The site is suitable for its intended use, namely a concession
-stand, a handball court and light stands. In designing the
proposed structures, the criteria given in the design section
-should be adhered to. '

.A). The construction of this project will not affect the
stability of the surrounding structures, such as walls,
electric poles, etc., provided all precautions needed are
‘followed. : . ’

B) The latest'abplicable unified building code is to be fol-
lowed as required. . -

. Q) This report is subject to épproval by the governing
agencies. o

Strength Characteristics

Thé load bearing soils possess strength parameters adequate to
support the proposed construction. '

Expansion Potential

The on site surficial soil is classified as slightly expansive
. With an expansion index of 34 as per U.B.C. Standard 18-2.



GEO-ETKA, INC,
JOB NO: FR-9145-00.

'Resistancé_"R" Value

The top soil in the proposed parking area ‘'was brought to our
laboratory and tested for the Resistance "R" Value, - the test data
is presented on Plate "E" . L

éubsidence and Shrinkgge

The soil types vary significantly through out the site, See logs
-of borings for details. For estimation purposes use 15% as
shrinkage and 0.1 as subsidence. )
Seismic Parameters

‘The seismic zone factors are-as follows per the 1997 UBC.

Soil Profile Type = Sp

Seismic Zone = 4

Zone Factors, 2 = 0.40

Seismic Coefficient (Ca) = 0.44Na
. SBeismic Coefficient (Cv) = 0.64Nv
. Na_ : = 1.0

Nv = 1.2

RECOMMENDATIONS

Foundation Uesign

The -proposed building should be designed for a soil bearing
. capacity of 1,400 p.s.f., for 15 inches wide and 18 inches deep
footings resting on a pad of 18 inch thick compacted soil. -

End bearing capacity of 3,000 p.s.f., may'be used- for a 12 inch
. diameter caisson embedded a minimum of 15 feet into native ‘soil.

All excavations to be observed by a representative of this of-
fice. :

Friction poured-in-place caissons may be designed using the fol-
lowing value for the skin friction in pounds per square foot.

Skin Friction (p.s.f.)

Depth in Feet .. Driven . Poured-in-Place
0 ' - 0 ) 0
5 160 200
10 210 ' " 300
15 260 400
20 320 _ 500
25 ' 400 600



‘GEO-ETKA, INC.
. JOB NO: FR-9145-00

Foundation Design (cont’d)

_leferentlal settlement. of plles tied together with a grade beanm
Wlll not exceed 1/4 1nch. .

Settlement of the poured-ln-place calssons or pile w111 decrease
‘with their depth of embedment and should not be significant. No
part of the foundation should be supported on. fill. This in-
cludes ‘piles, pile shafts, grade beams and slab. '

: The point of fixity of the caissons should be taken at the fill
native soil contact or 1/3 the depth of the embedment of the .
caissons.” The greater of the 2 depths will govern. .

A minimum clear spacing of three times the diameter of pile is
recommended, i.e. on a thirty. (30) -inch diameter pile the center
. to center dlstance should be at least 10 feet (107-07).

The uplift force can.be take as 1/3rd the friction'value given.

-Maximum deflection at the top of the pile will be 1/2 inch for
maximum allowable lateral load of 10 klps per pile.

" .The design values glven may be increased 1/3 when re81st1ng loads

- caused by wind or seismic forces, providing the resultant size is.
not less than that obtained with dead load and live load only.

The lateral force may be resisted by the passive resistance of
-the soil. The passive pressure is 260 p.c.f., of E.F.D.

The passive pressure will be resisted to the beams; the caissons,
" and friction between slabs on grade and the soil.

When the spacing and the efficiency of a varied condition of con-
struction is required we suggest that the formulas in standard:
text books and in accordance with code values be utilized, for
examnple Converse—Laberren Equation may- be. used:

Efficiency = 1 -0° (n=1)m + (m-1)n

90 mn
All caissons or piles installed must be observed by GEO -ETKA,
INC.




GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00 -

Earth'PressurES

Lateral loads will be resisted by the friction between the floor
slab and subgrade as well -as the passive resistance of the soils
against footings. A coefficient of friction of 0.4 may be .used
between slabs, footings and subgrade. . The passive resistance of - -

" . the s0il may be takén to be 260 p.c.f. of E.F.P.

The actlve lateral soil pressure may be taken as 40 p C. f.; of
E.F.P. ST

Actlve pressure must be adjusted for all surcharge loads.
Slab on Grade

Due to the expansive nature of the foundation soils, it is recom-
mended that continuous Ffootings should be reinforced with at
least one number 4 bar, at the top and at the .bottom. Isolated .
"pad footings need not be reinforced for soils reasons; however, °
they may be reinforced from a structural point of view.

The slabs on grade be at least 4 inches thick and be reinforced
. with Number 3 bars at 18 inches on center. This should be under-
lain by a moisture barrier. . . '

. The m01sture barrier should con51st of 4 inches of clean, unlform
sized, crushed rock or clean medium to coarse sand.

The sand should be placed such that 1t should be ra minimum of 2
inches above and 2 inches below a 6 mil poly vinyl chloride sheet
or comparable 1mperv1ous material. All joints shall ‘be made so
as to.preserve the impervious materlal

The above criteria are based'on the assumption that the moisture
barrier is installed and the concrete placed before the soil has
begun to show significant surface cracks. Should such cracks oc-
cur, the soil should be thoroughly wetted to a depth of 18 inches
so that all cracks have disappeared., This should occur 24 to 48
hours prior to placement of the concrete itself.



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job ‘No: FR-9145-00

. ~Pavemerit Design.
"'Based on-the test results, the design_sectibns given below should -
~ be approved or amended .as necessary by the city prior to con-
.- skruction. ' ' : ’ . :

Traffic | ‘Asphalt Baserock

. Index Paving - Thickness  Concrete
PI  Use . in inches in inches in inches
4.5 Auto .traffic 3 - 4.0 5.0

and parking-

5.5 Truck area A 6.0 . 6.0
and driveways ' ‘

We recommend use of  #3 bar at 18 inches on center in order to
reduce concrete cracks. - :

Demolition (if needed)

Special note should be taken during the grading and ‘the demoli-
. tion of the . existing structures and trees S0 as to locate all un-
--derground items, e.g. pipe, conduit, storage tanks, septic tanks,

cesspools or leaching lines, water. wells, irrigation pipe, etc.

Any septic. tank found should be removed from the site.

Any seepage pit or cesspool found shall be pumped dry and filled
with clean sand. The top and sides should be broken and Yemoved
if they are within 5 feet of finished grade. If a water well ‘is
found it shall be cut off and capped, 5 feet below finished
‘grade. . . :

Any metal pipe found shall be excavated and cleared from the
site. Any vitrified clay leaching lines may be broken in place.

Any tree that has to'be removed due to the constructioen, should
be completely removed and the cavity backfilled as described in
grading section. ~

'Any root found shall be excavated and clearéd from the site or
mulched for future landscaping use. '



. GEO-ETKA, . INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

tDemolition.(cbnt'd!

All cavities should be cut in a "y" shape so thét_éompaction
equipment will- not bridge during grading which . should ‘be con-
ducted in the manner noted below. . .

It is recommended that. the demolition be observed so as to
prevent debris from remaining on or being buried on site. The
demolition of the below grade items -such as pipes and tree root
‘systems must be checked by the soil engineer or his representa- .
tive. : . .

Grading

.-Prior to the controlled grading- operations, the construction area
should be stripped of all vegetation that is present and the
debris removed from the site or stockpiled and mulched for later
use in the planter areas. .

The top soil should be overexcavated such that .a 3.0 feet thick
. blanket .of recompacted soil .is.provided in the .building area.
All overexcavation must extend at ‘least 5 feet beyond the
footprint of the structure except when restricted by an adjoining
structure or’ limited by a property line condition.

Grading is anticipated in the development of this site. For
rest-room structures .provide a minimum of 3 feet of compacted
soll. It is recommended that all surface which is loose that
will support patio slabs, sidewalk or asphalt cdncrete paving,
and-all surface which will ‘receive fill or backfill, be scarified
to a depth of 8 inches, watered or dried to near Optimum Moisture .
Content and' recompacted to-a minimum of 90%.

Where f£ill or backfill is required, it should be placed in a max-
imum of 6 inch loose layers and each layer compacted at near Op-
timum Moisture Content to at least 90% compaction. Clean on site
soils may be utilized as fill material. Imported fill soil
should be predominantly granular, non-expansive -and capable of
developing the bearing strength required for the project. All
import soil must be approved by this office prior to bringing to
the site. '



GEO-ETKA, INC. '
. JOB NO: FR=9145-00

Grading (cont’d) .

Wheh,reCompacted soil -is required for footing support, the - over

‘excavation must.extend 2/3rd’s the width of the footing on

either side. .
All retaining walls and utility-trendhes backfilled should be
tested at a maximum of 2 feet- in vertical height. ' . :

.In the parking areé, using full thickness'ésphalt the so0il should
"be placed and compacted to at least 95% of the compaction stan-

dard, if AC/AB, PCC/AB or PCC are utilized, the soil may be com-

" pacted to 90% of its relative dry density.

The asphalt should be compacted to.at least 96% of its maximum
density. :

- The asphalt used should be AR 4000 or AR 8000 or equivalent.

The baserock should be per Green Book, Cal Trans Class TII
California Specifications or equivalent. -

Compaétion Standard: A.S5.T.M. D-1557

Water soluble sulphate content will be determined at the conclu-
sion of the grading if requested by the client or required by the
approving .agencies. : ' ' ,

Expansion Index Test (U.B.C. 18-2)'wi11 be run at the time of

" rough grading.

A grading and a foundation plan should be submitted to this of-
fice prior to starting the grading. a pre-grade meeting is re-
quired. .

In order for us to provide better service, a minimum of 48 hours
notice should be provided to schedule or cancel any geotechnical
work.

GEO-ETKA, INC..should be retained to observe all grading opera-
tions and the required testing for implementing the recommenda-
tions of. this report. If a change in the consultants occur Geo-
Etka, Inc., nust be notified in writing and all- liability will
shift to the client and his consultants of record.

10



GEO-ETKA, INC.
. JOB NO: FR-9145-00

" @Grading (cont’d) g

If conditions ‘are encountered during the design, approval by the
governing agencies, and/or .the construction period that appear to
be contrary to the findings of this report, this office must be
' notified so that proper modifications may be made.

'Respectfully submitted,
GEO-ETKA, INC.

Javed S. Chak, P.E.

Geotechnical Engineer,
GE 197 (Expires 12-31-01)

| ORI

Ahmed Ali,'President.
REA No. 04808
(Expires 6-30-00)

JSC/AA/bg

11
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GEO-ETKA, INC .-
'JOB NO: FR-=9145-00

.”q O | ¢

End of boring. 4.4

Depth of bag sample

Depth of undisturbedbsample
No recovery
Groundwater

Vertical Scale 1" = 3!

PLATE.WB—I"
, Boring One . Percent Dry.
" - Classification Mbiéture . Density
ML Brown dlayey‘silt,'very-moist,
slightly firm. Co
] cL Brown silty clay, very moist,
soft, '
403 - 80.5
"o " " wet, soft
Brown very fine sandy, silty,
clay, very moist, wet, soft.
28.4 91.8
5.2
oo " élightly stiff -
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- GEO-ETKa, .INC -
" JOB NO: FR-9145-00

PLATE “upg.gn
Boring Two . T Percent - Dry:
Classification . = . ' ' Moisture Density
Light brown very fine to fine
" sand, dry, loose. . '
0.7 .
Light brown, slightly silty,
fine to medium sand, slightly
moist, medium dense.
Brown, slightly clayey, fine ,
to medium sand, moist), slightly’
dense. . :
Dark brown, fine sandy clay, . 26.4 96.4
very moist, slightly. stiff,
soft.
Dark brown, clayey fine to 26.3
medium sand, very moist,
slightly stiff.
26.5

End of boring.

Depth of bag sample

Depth of ﬁndisturbed sample
No recovery

Groundwater

Vertical Scale 1Y = 3
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Boring Three

GEO-ETRA, INC' --
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

PLATE - wp_3

) : . _ ) . Percent - _.-Drjg
Classification . . Moisture - Density
Light brown, very fine sandy
. silt, dry, .slightly molst
medium firm.
Brown very fine to flne sandy
silt, medium moist, sllghtly
to medium firm.
20.6 99.4
Dark brown, fiﬁe'sandy silty’
clay, very moist, soft to
slightly stiff.
Brown, gray, silty clay, very
moist, soft.
21.7 109.6
Brown, light gray, sandy clay
very moist, soft
End of boring. 30.4

Depth of bag sampie

Depth of undisturbed sample
No recovery

Groundwater

Vertical Scale " = 3



GEO-ETKA," INC -
JoB NO: FR-9145-00-

PLATE "B-4"

Boring .Four’ S - L
i . * ‘Percent Dry .
Classification - " Moisture Density

‘Reddish brown silty fine to
medium sand, medium moist,:
.8lightly loose, "“fill".
Light brown silty very. fine
to fine sand, dry, loose,
"native". _ o
Brown very silty very fine
sand, moderately moist,
slightly dense. .

.'O'

0.2 96.9

5|

.Light brown, silty fine to 4.8 - 101.1°
medium sand, moderately moist, ' )

10° medium densg to -dense. 7.5

. Brown clayey fine to medium
sand, moist, medium dense.

Light brown, gray, clayey .fine
to medium sand, very moist,.

154 , onna '
: slightly dense. o - 13.4

Light gray, fine to medium sandy
clay, very moist, soft. '

2000} @f End of boring. © . 15.2

Depth of bag sample.'
Depth of undisturbed sample

No recovery

"M O B ©

Groundwater

Vertical Scale i" = g
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GEO-ETKA, INC .-
- JOB NO: FR~9145-00

. PLATE ' "B-5"

Percent- ‘ ﬁry

Classification - e . Mdisture Density

.Brown very silty very fine to
, flne sand, slightly moist, loose.

14.0 ° .95.8

' Brown clayey fine sandy silt,

moist, slightly firm.

Light brown fine sandy silty
clay, very moist, soft.

Light brown flne sandy clay,
very moist, soft,
15.6 115.4

Light brown clayey fine to medium

sand, very moist, slightly dense.

Brown fine sandy, silty clay,
very moist, soft.

End of boring. 18.5

Depﬁh of bag sample

Debtﬁ of undiéturbed sample
No recovery

Groundwatef

Vertical Scale 1" = 2



. GEO-ETKA, .INC
"~ .JOB.NO: FR~9145-00"

_PLATE “p-gmw, -
| Boring-Six . ... Pdigemt. - .. p
Classification - . - | . -Moisture ' Demsity
0 - SM  Brown, light brown, very silty,
| very fine to fine sand, dry,
loose. - ' ' '
9.1 86.7

SM . Brown, silfy gravelly fine to
© _coarse sand with rocks, slightly

‘5t moist, dense.

very dense

. 3.9
Gray " . " very dense, hard

10

3.8

12%1,; 7| End of boring, no penetration.

Depth of bag sample
Depth of . undisturbed sample

No recovery

.”q F] H o

Groundwater

Vertical Scale 1" = 21



GEO-ETKA, INC .
JOB' NO: FR-9145-00

PLATE ~"g-7v

| ‘Boring.Seven I Percent .  pry-
Classification oL Moisture '-'DenSitx

'o' . .o ‘ . . . .
- [FRFJ] . -SM" ‘Reddish brown silty fine to .

1Y | coarse sand, medium moist,

AT  dense. : : -

::‘::, .SM . Light brown, very silty, very

;:}. . -fine .to medium sand, dry,loose.

e |

Jbred | SM Light brown, very silty, very : _

‘Rt fine to medium sand with gravel .2-7 91.6

SRk and rocks, dry, dense. )
5YEEINS

NEEN

RER " " dry, slightly moist,very

1. dense o

J- 2.6
10§ BIEEER | End- of boring.

Depth of bag sample
Depth of undisturbed sample

No recovery

kg O WM. o

- Groundwater

Vertical Scale 1" = 2!
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. JOB NO: FR-9145-00

"PLATE "B 8"
Boring Eight _ . . .. . .Percemt - pry
ClaSSLflcatlon S Moisture ' Density

- Light ‘reddish brown, sllghtly

silty, gravelly,’ fine to 'coarse .

- sand, slightly. m01st, medlum

dense,

"o ". . - very dense with rocks. _
- o 3.2 97.5

End of boring.

.Depth of bag sample

. Depth of undisturbed sample

No recovery
Groundwater

Vertical Scale 1" = 3°'
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DIRECT SHEAR TEST

GEO-ETKA, Inc.
-Job Number: FR-9145-00

PLATE “C®1'

. 1800

SHEARING STRENGTH -~ POUNDS PER SQUARE FOOT

1700

1600

1500

(::> Boring 1 @ 15Y(R)

1400

Z{}x Boring 4 @ 3°'

-1300 |

| Boring 4 @ -207(R)

1200

1100

. 2000, |

900

800

700

ig"

600

500

s

Loo
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200
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Loo
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600
700
800
900

O
O
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1500
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1600

1700

1800



SHEARING STRENGTH -- POUNDS PER SQUAREFOOT.
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GEO-ETKA, "Inc. .
Job Number: 'FR-.91 45-00

SURCHARGE PRESSURE, POUNDS PER SQUARE FOOT

PLATE- "C-2"
DIRECT SHEAR TEST
. | Boring 5 @ 2°
OBoring 6 @ 3°'
O Boring 8 @ 4! I.
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GEO-ETKA, Inc. =
Job Number: FR-9145-00

PLATE "D-1"

‘Boring 4 @.3' _ ,
CONSOLIDATION TEST DATA

T TTT T T T " T

0.0000

WATHR ‘ADDED

. 0.0120

.
0.0240 | \\\

.0.0360

CONSOLIDATION (IN INCHES PER INCH)

0.0480| ' . \
\
0.0600 '3
0.0720
RELBO
0.0840 . . ;Z&D - . X
- n o Q o o o}
o o - o © e}
.

LOAD, (KIPS PER SQUARE FQOT)



0.0000

0.0060 -

.0.0120

)

S PER INCH

0.0180

'ég& INGHE

’
o
N,
-9
[=]

CONSOLIDATION

0.0360

0.0420

.Boring.5 @'Z'.E_ L
GONSOLIDATION-TEST'DATA

GEO"‘ETK-A’ . In‘c . .
Job Number: FR-9145-00

" PLATE "D-2" °

K

WATER ADDE]

0.0300"

w%

~——

n
O

0.1

- . | It

1S
—4

(o]
o~

8.0
16.0

LOAD, (KIPS PER SQUARE FOOT)



.0.0000

0.0120

_.0.0240

S PER INCH

-0.0360

(IN INCHE

0.0480

0.0600

~ CONSOLIDATION

0.0720

0.0840

GEO-ETKA, Inc, -
Job Number: fRF9145ﬁp0'
PLATE "D-3"

‘Boring 6 @ 3' L
' CONSOLIDATION TEST DATA * -

ll'll'.-l ‘I. - T {
WATJR abpel | | .

N

%

.

Y S | L ¥ L 1

n o o - © o

o ~ N = )

16.0

LOAD, (KIPS PER SQUARE FooT)
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CONSOLIDATION (IN INCHES PER INCH

' . GEO-ETKA, Ine. =
Job Number: FR-9145-00

. PLATE “D-4"

. Boring'a_e'i' : )
CONSOLIDATION TEST-DATA . -

0-0000 : ' . .1‘ [} l LI B | l’ d Lg - LN L
S ~—~—}¢ wziﬁn AﬂDJQ |

0.0160

0.0320 |-

0.0480

0.0640 \\

0.0800

0.0960 |~ : - \_

0.1120 L 1 ) L g . 2 X
- n . (o] (@] O @] (@]
o _ o - ~ s 0
—

LOAD, (KIPS PER SQUARE FoOT)



Job No. FR—-9145-00 _ ~ 'Soil Type Light brown silty very fine to medium sang

'TEST SPECIMAN - A B | ¢ - | b E
DATE TESTED .© [3-30-00 |3~-30-00. [3-30-00 1220-00
| Compactor Air Pressure psi |350 350 . 1350 " | 350
- & | Initial Moisture 22,0 2.0 -~ f2.0 2.0
% ‘Moisture at’ Compaction % 9.5 . {10.5 - |11.0 12.6
B | Briquette Height -  In. |2:62 2.66. - |2.64 - 2.67
& [ Density \‘ ] pef . |114.6 . [114.4 -  [114.6 ~|113.2 -
EXUDATION PRESSURE psi |794 301 244 48
EXPANSION dial (X.0001) |6 e . fo 0
Z Ph'at 1000 pounds psi |14 14 14 . ) 20
§§ Ph at 2000 pounds psi |27 . |28 |29 . |38
gg Displacement: -turns | 4.75 4.78 5.00 - 5.41
%2 [ "R" Value - 73 71 69 60
CORRECTED "R" VALUE - 175 LR 171 " | 65
i —— :
FINAL "R" VALUE
. : 90
BY EXUDATION: 74
.80
BY EXPANSION: 75 70 : R Sesnant
TI ( 5.0) : - A
60 '
Q
3 50
NOTES >
=
T 40
30
20
10

700 600 500 400- 300 200 100

| 0
GEO'ETKA, INC.B_ .Exﬂdation Pressure PSI

Established 1965 . ) PLATE "gv




GEO-ETKA, INC.
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"-APPENDIX I
SOIL CLASSIFICATION CHART . NDI
, = - |GRAPH | . LETTER. TYPICAL
MAJOR DIVISIONS . sYM. ~ SYM. | DESCRIPTION
_ S VR . - | WELL GRaDED
v N el ew ] y
GRAVEL- CLEAN. =2 ey , ~RAVEL AND SaNC
- | amp GRAVELS |71 s;* T '
| COARSE * | GRAVELLY ] DAY GP POORLY GRADED
GRAINED | soILs JTF ' .
SOILS_' .| "LESS THAN GRAVELS |43 GM | sILTY GRAVELS
' 50% PASS WITH : - -
#4 . FINES GC CLAYEY GRAVELS
MORE .| samp'- CLEAN T Sw. :JV(E):L%"IEIES =D SN
“THAN . °| -aND SAND - [T
504 SANDY _ SHEH POORLY GRADED
LARGER SOILS Ylisase SP SAND NO FINES
THAN MORE THAN , SREERK '
#200 50% PASS SAND SRR SM ,
STEVE | 34 WITH RN SILTY SANDS
FINES %:“._.: ‘.:“ ) .
sc CLAYEY SANDS
FINE STLTS L.L. . iaN ML INORGANIC SILTS
GRAINED | AND - LESS / -
SOILS CLAYS ggIAN / CL INORGANIC CLAYS
e '
) .
i oL ORGANIC SILTS
' . MH- INOR SILTS
MORE SILTS L.L. GANIC
THAN 50%| aND GREATER : . | .
PASSING | CLAYS - THAN /] CH - INORGANIC CLAYS
#200 50 / //,’
SIEVE s -
. . Y/ OH ORGANIC CLAYS
HIGHLY ORGANIC SOILS
s PT PEAT, HUMUS
SOIL SAMPI.ER
FOR UNDISTURBED SAMPLING
ONNECTING ' BRASS TUBING CUTTI
OUPLING ,/SLEEVE 2.625 INCHES T.D.,” EDGE
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' ‘GEO-ETK&, INC.. :
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

IMITATIONS

1. This Geotechnical Report is based upon’'data obtained by sur—
.face reconnaissance, Iimitedgsoil.test borings, laboratory test .
‘results, and preliminary engineering analysis. No inference -
should be drawn. from. the language of the report that the scope of
the investigation was any wider. It must be understood that al-
- though the observed and reported conditions are considered repre~
sentative, 1local variations of gedlogic and/or. s6il conditions
may exist for which this firm cannot assume responsibility. This
report was prepared upon your request for' our services, and in
accordance. with accepted standards of professional practice. The
limitations of this report are also governed by the contract
amount agreed to be paid by the client.

2. This report is issued with the understanding that it is the
responsibility of the owner or of his representatives to ensure
that the 'information and recommendations contained herein are
called to the attention of the developer, his architect, and en-~
gineers for this Property so that necessary steps are taken to
implement the recommendations- of this report. Failure to do so
relieves GEO-ETKA, INC. of all responsibility.

3. The findings of this report are valid as of- the present-
-date. However, changes in the conditions of a property can occur
with the passage of time, whether they be due to natural
processes'pr to the works of man, on.this or adjacent properties.
In addition, changes in applicable or appropriate standards oc-
cur, whether they result from legislation or the broadening of -
kKnowledge, or present applicable UBC Code. requirements. .Accord-:
ingly, the findings of this report may be invalidated, wholly or
partially, by changes outside of our control. Therefore, this
report is subject to review and should not be relied upon after a
period of one (1) year. Note that some. locai jurisdiction have
less time for the reports validity and reports are required to be
updated at the expiration of such predetermined limits.

4. Unless the recommendations of this report are completely in-
corporated into the design, and all bPhases of geotechnical ac-
tivity are checked, tested and reported by this office, GEO-ETKA,
INC. will not be held liable ‘by others.

APPENDIX IT
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Soil Engineering, Geology And Environmen

Material Testing And Inspections

tal Engineering

739 N. MAIN STREET, ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92868 , PHOI

January 1

NE: (714) 771-6911  FAX: (714) 771-1278

9, 2005

J ob No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Owner and Client: Prukiss . Rose - rsi

801North
Fullerton,

Harbor Boulevard
California 92832

Civil Engineer: : Walden and Associates
2252 White Road, Suite B
Irvine, California 92614

Approving Agency: County of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works
900 South Freemont Avenue .
Los Angeles, California 91803

‘Job Location: 10681 Avenue “P”, Lake Los Angeles”
Los Angeles, California 92835

Project: . Stephen Sorensen Park, LA County

Subject: Geotechnical Review and Report Update

Date of Site Visit: 1-14-05

Plan Check Number: ?

References:

1. Preliminary Foundation Soils Investigation Report No. ENGR-9145-00-05, dated

4-4-00, by Geo-Etka, Inc.

2. Percolation Test — Sewage System Desi
Geo-Etka, Inc.

gn Report No P9145-00, dated 4-5-00, by



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Report Update and Plan Review

This letter report is to bring to the attention of all technical consultants and the approving -

‘authority, that as of this date, we are éontinuing to accept responsibility with respect to

the future Geotechnical work to be performed at the subject site. This report is in
response to Plan Cor'rection Sheet, Ttem 6.

We have reviewed references 1 and 2 and concur with the findings. We will be
implementing the pertinent recommendations along with the recommendations contained
in this report. Furthermore we reserve the right to provide added recommendations as
necessitated by the project.

Present Site Condition

. At the present time, the property has not gone through any major physical change since

our original report. Some work appears to be starting up in the playground area. A new
office trailer has been brought to the parking area.

Soil Condition

| The soils are composed of silty sand, sandy silt, clayey sand and sandy clay extending to

the depth of the exploration’s 20 feet.

Expansion Potential

The in-situ soil is considered to have a slightly expansive potential. The expansion
characteristics should be verified in accordance with UBC standard 18-2 at the
conclusion of the grading operations.

Proposed Construction

It is planned to construct Phase IT of the planned park. The detailed plans are being
processed at this time,

RECOMMENDATIONS

| Foundation Design

The proposed building should be designed for a soil bearing capacity of 1,400 p.s.f. for
15 inches wide and 18 inches deep footings resting on a pad of 18 inches thick
compacted soil.



GEO-ETKA INC.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Settlement — Total and Differential (Static)

Based on the design criteria, seftlement should not exceed 0.2 inch for the continuous
footings and 0.5 inch for the isolated pad footings. Overall differential settlement is expected
to be 0.3 inch. Approximately % of the settlemént will occur during the construction period.
Once constructed, the differential settlement will be % inch or less. '

Maximum differential should not exceed %” over a 20 feet span.

Caisson Foundation Design

End Bearing capacity of 3,000 p.s.f., may be used for a 12 inches in diameter caisson embedded a
minimum of 15 feet into native soil. All excavations to be observed by a representative of this office. -

Friction poured-in-place caissons may be designed using the following value for the skin friction in
pounds per square foot. v

Skin Friction — (p.s.f)

Depth in inches Driven Poured—in-}’lace
0 0 0
5 160 - 200
10 210 300
15 260 ‘ 400
20 320 500
25 400 - 600

Differential settlement of piles tied together with a grade beam will not exceed % inch.

Settlement of the poured-in-place caissons or pile will decrease with their depth of embedment and
should not be significant. No part of the foundation should be supported on fill. This includes piles,
pile shafts, grade beams and slab.

The point of fixity of the caissons should be taken at the fill native soil contact or 1/3 the depth of the
embedment of the caissons. The greater of the 2 depths will govern.

A minimum clear spacing of three times the diameter of pile is recommended, i.e. on a thirty (30)
inch diameter pile the center to center distance should be at least 10 feet (10°-0M).

The uplift force can be taken as 1/3" the friction value given.

Maximum deflection at the top of the pile will be % inch for maximum allowable lateral load of 10

‘kips per pile.
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Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Caisson Foundation Design (cont’d)

The design values given may bc- increased 1/3 when resisting loads caused by wind or seismic forces,
providing the resultant size is not less than that obtained with dead load and live load only.

Lateral force may be resisted by the passive resistance of the soil. The passive pressure is 260 p.c.f.
of EF.D..

The passive pressure will be resisted to the beams, the caissons, and friction between slabs on grade
and the soil.

When the spacing and the efficiency of a varied condition of construction is required, we suggest that
the formulas in standard text books and in accordance with code values be utilized, for example
Converse-Laberren Equation may be used: '

Efficiency = 1-0 (n-1Ym + (m-1n
90 ' mn

Earth Pressures

Lateral loads will be resisted by the fricﬁon between the floor slab and sub-grade as well as
the passive resistance of the soils against footings. A coefficient of friction of 0.4 may be
used between slabs, footings and sub-grade.

The passive resistance of the soil niay be taken to be (260 p.s.f. of E. F. D.) Equivalent Fluid
Density.

The active lateral soil pressure may be taken as (40 and 57 p.c.f. of E .F. D.), for cantilever
and restrained conditions. If during wall footing excavations adverse conditions are noted,
added design parameters will be given. '

Slab on Grade
The slabs-on-grade should be designed in accordance with section 1815 of the 1994 UBC.

It is recommended that the slabs on grade be a minimum of 4 inches thick. The slabs should
be reinforced with Number 3 bars at 2 maximum spacing of 18 inches on center, this should
be underlain by a moisture barrier, -

The moisture barrier for sensitive floor should consist of 2 inches of clean, medium to coarse
sand placed above, and below a 6-mil poly vinyl chloride sheet or comparable impervious
material should be utilized as additional protection. All joints shall be made so as to preserve
the impervious character.

The above criteria are based on the assumption that the moisture barrier is installed and the
concrete placed before the soil has begun to show significant surface cracks. Should such
cracks occur, the soil should be thoroughly wetted to a depth of 18 inches so that all cracks
have disappeared. This should occur 24 to 48 hours prior to placement of the concrete itself,
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Flat Work

To reduce the potential for excessive cracking and/or heaving, the concrete should be 2
minimum of 4 inches thick and be provided with construction or weakened plane joints at
frequent intervals (e.g. every 6 feet or less). A 4 inch thick layer of crushed rock, gravel or
clean sand along with moisture conditioning the sub-grade are also recommended for the

concrete flatwork areas. Reinforcing the slabs may also be considered.

Pavement Design

Based on the test results, the design sections given below should be approved or amended
as necessary by the city prior to construction.

ALTEFRNATEI LTERNATE I

Traffic | Asphalt . Baserock

Index Paving Thickness ‘ PCC
TI Use Alternate In inches In inches
4.5 Auto Parking 3 4 5
55 Driveway 4 6 6
6.5 Street 5 9 7

The sub-base soil shall be compacted to a minimum of 90%. The depth of scarification
and processing shall be 12 inches minimum.

The base-rock compacted to 95% of its maximum density.

The asphalt shall be either AR4000 or AR8000 or equivalent.

The asphalt shall be placed and compacted to at least 96% of its maximum density. The
thickness noted above must be attained.

Verification of the thickness may be required by coring the asphalt paving. The asphalt
lay down should be observed by this office if required by the City of Fullerton,
California.

The compaction Standard is A. S. T. M. D-1557-78.

The life of the asphalt is directly proportional to its upkeep and maintenance. Over-
stressed pavement results in a shorter life. -

Alligator or fissure cracks, if they appear, must be repaired immediately. Admittance of
moisture rapidly decreases the strength required to perform well under variable climatic
conditions. '
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Seismic Hazard

The seismic hazards are considered to be minimal. Per section 1627.3 of the 1997 UBC,
the recommended site coefficients should be taken as:

Seismic Parameters

The seismic zone factors are as follows per the 1997 UBC,

Soil Profile Type =Sp
Seismic Zone - =4
Zone Factors, Z =0.40
Seismic Coefficient (Ca) =0.44N:
Seismic Coefficient (Cv) =0.64Nv
Na =1.0

Nv =12

Grading

Prior to the controlled grading operations, the construction area should be stripped of all
vegetation that is present and the debris removed from the site or stockpiled and mulched
for later use in the planter areas. '

A moderate amount of grading is anticipated in the development of this site. It is
recommended that all surfaces which are loose that will support floor slabs or asphalt
concrete paving, and all surfaces which will receive fill or backfill, be scarified to a depth
of 8 inches, watered or dried to near Optimum Moisture Content and re-compacted to a
minimum of 90%.

‘Where fill or backfill is required, it should be placed in a maximum of 6-inch loose layers
and each layer compacted at hear Optimum Moisture Content to at least 90% compaction.
Clean on-site soils may be utilized as fill material.



GEQO-ETKA INC.,
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Grading (cont’d)

Imported fill soil should be predominantly granular, non-expansive and capable of
developing the bearing strength required for the project. All import soil must be
approved by this office prior to bringing to the site.

All retaining walls and utility trenches backfilled should be tested at a maximum of 2 feet
in vertical height.

Compaction Standard: A.S.T.M. D-1557.
General Notes
All future grading. will be observed, tested and reported by geotechnical firm to be

selected by the County of Los Angeles Park and Recreations Department.

The general contractor as well as the grading contractor shall familiarize themselves with
the geo-technical reports prepared for this project and the County of Los Angeles grading
code.

All demolition debris must be removed prior to placement of any fill.

It is required that a pre-grade meeting be held to clarify any items, as per the County of
Los Angeles Grading Code.

A 48 hour notice is required for all work requested, 1.e., soil, concrete, welding or other
special inspections.
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General Notes (cont’d)

This letter report is subject to review by the approving authority. Reference reports have
been updated for a period of 12 months from this day onwards; references 1 and 2 are a
part of this update report.

No work shall begin until such approval is granted; a grading permit obtained and a pre-
grade meeting is conducted. ‘ "
Questions, if any, sh01_11d be addressed to our office.

Respectfully Submitted,
GEO-ETKA, INC.

Ghayas A. Khan, LE
Civil Engineer ° ,
C-038344, Expires 3-31-05

WA ) A

Ahmed Alj, President
REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-05

GAK/AA/bg

0



Appendix B

- Air Quality Significance Thresholds and URBEMIS2002 Calculations



SCAQMD AIR QUALITY SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS

£

.,:)ll;ant , , .Construcn Operation B
- NOx : 100 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
voC 75 ths/day , 55 Ibs/day
PM10 150 Ibs/day ; 150 lbs/day
~ SOx 150 Tbs/day 150 Ibs/day
CO - 550 Ibs/day 550 Ibs/day
~ Lead _ 3 Ibs/day _ . 3lbs/day

TACs | - Mammu.m Incremental Cancer Risk >10 m 1 millio
(including carcinogens Hazard Index =1.0 (project increment)
and non-carcinogens) ‘ ‘ Hazard Index >3.0 (facility-wide)

Odor

contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards:

1-hour average 0.25 ppm (state)
annual average 0.053 ppm (federal)
PM10
24-hour average 10.4 pg/m’ (recommended for construction) b
2.5 pg/m’® (operation)
annual geometric average 1.0 pg/m®
annual arithmetic mean 20 pg/m’
Sulfate
24-hour average o 1 ug/m® .
co SCAQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards:
1-hour average 20 ppm (state) -
8-hour average 9.0 ppm (state/federal)

% Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on SCAQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless otherwise stated.
b Ambient air quality threshold based on SCAQMD Rule 403.

KEY: Tbs/day= pounds per day ppm=nparts per million  ug/m’ = microgram per cubic meter >greater than or equal to
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

File Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\sorensenpk.urb
Project Name: Sorensen Park :
Project Location: South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area)

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES
PM10 BM10 PM10

xk J005 wkx ROG Nox co 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUsT
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 6.77 11.07 2.27 0.19 42 .80 0.27 42,53

’ PM10 PM10 EM10
*%x 2006 *** ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL EXHAUST pUsT

TOTRLS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 0.03 0.04 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

File Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2kz\sorensenpk.urb
Project Name: - Sorensen Park
Project Location: South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area)

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
{(Pounds/Day - Summer)

Construction Start Month and Year: June, 2005

Construction Duration: 2

Total Land Use Area to be Developed: 0 acres

Maximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 0 acres

Single Family Units: 0 Multi-Family tnits: 0
Retail/Office/Inptitutional/Industrial Square Footage: 4000

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (1bs/day)

PM10 PM10 BM10
Source : ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
ekk 2005% % *
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 v - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 -0.00- - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.00
Maximim lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 -~ Site Grading Emissions
Fugitdive Dust - - - - 42 .48 - 42,48
Of££-Road Diesel ) 0.00 0.00 0.00 - ¢.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.61 11.07 2.27 0.19 0.32 0.27 0.05
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.61 1i.07 2.27 G.19 42.80 0.27 42.53
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 2.00 0.00 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.03 0.04 0.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas : 6.73 - - - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.02 0.04 0.65 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off£-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 ~ 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 06.05
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 ¢.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximiim lbs/day 6.77 0.08 1.30 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05
Max 1lbs/day all phases 6.77 11.07 2.27 0.19 42 .80 0.27 42.53
Tk 2006***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel - 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 g.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 , 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips’ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
OEf-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum 1bs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 6.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.03 0.04 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - ~ - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum 1lbs/day 0.03 0.04 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max 1lbs/day all phases 0.03 0.04 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions: Phase Turmed OFF

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: Jun '05
Phase 2 Duration: 1.2 months
On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 448
0ff-Road Equipment
No. Type Hoxsepower Load Factor

Phase 3 - Building Comstruction Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul '05
Phase 3 Duration: 10.2 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Apr '05
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.2 months
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
Start Month/Year for SubFPhase Asphalt: Apr '05
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.5 months
Acres to be Paved: 0
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type . Horsepower Load Pactor

Hours/Day

Hours/Day

Hours/Day
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

Changes made to the default values for Comnstruction.

The usex has overridden the Defanlt Phase Lengths
Site Grading Fugitive Dust Option changed from Level 1 to Level 2
Site Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3) changed from 20 to 16
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

File Name: <Not Saved-
Project Wame: Sorensen Park
Project Location: South Coast 2ir Basin (Los Angeles area)

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

ARER SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx co 502 PMLO
TOTALS (lbas/day,unmitigated) 0.08 0.04 0.80 0.00 0.00

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx co 502 PM10
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 1.86 2.42 25.73 0.02 2.03

5UM OF AREA AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx Cco 502 PM10
TOTALS (1be/day,unmitigated) 1.95 2.47 26.33 0.02 2.04
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windowsz 7.5.0

File Wame: <Not Saved-
Project Name: Sorensen Park
Project Location: South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area)

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 versiom 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)

Source ROG NOx co 802

Natural Gas 0.00 0.04 0.02 -

Wood Stoves - Ho summer emissions

Fireplaces - No summer emissions

Landscaping 0.08 0.01 0.58 0.00

Consumer Prdets g.00 -

TOTALS (1bs/day, unmitigated) 6.08 0.04 c.60 0.00

PM10
0.00

0.00

0.00
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

ROG HOx co 502 BM10
Park Facilities- 1.10 1.47  15.64 0.01 1.24
Community Center 0.78 0.95 10.08 0.01 0.80

TOTAL EMISSIONS (lbs/day) 1l.86 2.42 25.73 0.02 2.03

Does not include correction for passby trips.
Does mot include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

OPERATIONAL (Vehicle) EMISSTON ESTIMATES
Analysis Year: 2005 Temperature (F): 950 Season: Summer
EMFAC Version: EMFAC2002 (3/2002)

Summary of Land Uses:

Unit Type : Trip Rate Size Total Trips
Park Pacilities - 71.00 trips / field 2.00 142.00
Community Center 22.88 trips / 1000 sq. ft. 4.00 91.52

Vehicle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:
Vehicle Type Percent Type Hon-Catalyst Catalyst ' Diesel
Light Auto 56.10 2.30 97.10 0.60
Light Truck < 3,750 1bs 15.10 4.00 93.40 2.60
Light Truck 3,751- 5,750 15.50 1.30 . 96.80 1.30
Med Truck 5,751~ 8,500 6.80 1.50 85.60 2.90
Lite-Heavy 8,501-10,000 1.00 0.00 80.00 20.00
Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000 0.30 0.00 66.70 33.30
Med-Heavy 14,001-33,000 1.00 10.00 20.00 70.00
Heavy-Heavy 33, 001-60, 000 0.80 0.00 12.50 87.50
Line Haul > 60,000 1bs 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
Urban Bus 0.10 0.00 0.00 10a.00
Motorecycle 1.60 B87.50 12.50 0.00
School Bus 0.30 0.00 0.00 100.00
Motor Home 1.40 14.30 78.60 7.10
Travel Conditions
~ Residential Commerecial

Home~ Home- Home-

Work Shop Other Commute Non-Work Customer
Urban Trip length (miles) 11.5 2.9 6.0 10.3 5.5 5.5
Rural Trip. length (miles) 11.5 4.9 6.0 10.3 5.5 5.5
Trip Speeds (mph) 35.0 40.0 .40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
% of Trips - Residential 20.0 37.0 43.0

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)
Park Facilities
Community Centexr

m
oo
NN
ut n
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages
Changes made to the default values for Area

Changes made to the default wvalues for Operatioms

The operational emission year changed from 2004 to 2005.
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Percolation Testing Results



GEO-ETKA, INC

Establlshed 1865

Soll Englneerlng, Geology And Environmental Engineering
Material Testing And Inspections

739 N. MAIN STREET, ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92868 . - PHONE: (714) 771-6011 FAX: (714) 771-1278

Date: April 5, 2000
Job No: P-9145-00

Landscape Architect Purkiss.Rose-rsi
and Client: : 801 North Harbor Boulevard
Fullerton, California 92832

Civil Engineer: Consolidated Engineering
14661 Myford Road
Suite ncn
Tustin, California 92780

Building Architect: Crane Architectural Group
801 N. Harbor Boulevard
Suite 201
Fullerton, california 92832

Approving Agency: County of Los An@eles
Department of Environmental Health
Los Angeles, California

Job Location: Avenue "pw
Lake Los Angeles, California

Project: Lake Los Angeles Park

Subject: Percolation Testing - Sewdge
' System Design

Date of Drilling 3-22-00 and 3-23-00
and Testing:

The following report provides percolation test data and sewage
system design for the subject site expansion. The existing park
has restrooms for which a percolation test was. performed and a
system installed as shown on the attached reference sheet
provided by the county.

RECEIVED
APR 0§ 7380
PURKISS ROSE.Rs1



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: P-9145-00

Proposed Construction

It is planned to develop a restroom for the park expansion.
Site Condition

The site of the proposed leach field is a reasonably level area.
A leach system exists at the site for the existing restroom.

Field Exploration

A 15 feet .deep exploratory. boring was drilled and sampled, see
Plate "B" for soil classification.

In the area of the planned leach field area six, 6 inches in
diameter, borings were drilled to a depth from 4 feet below ex- ..
isting grade. ) . .

Percolation Testing

A 2 inch layer of gravel was placed at the bottom of the hole and
a perforated PVC pipe placed in the holes. o

All of the 6 perc holes were filled with water and left to
saturate overnight. ’ ' ' ’

‘On the second déy no water was found in any of the holes. Water
was then added using a 12 inch column, reading every 1/2 hour for
6 hours. -

The-field test data was recorded as required and presented on
Plates "P-1" through "pP-6". .

Tést Data Evaluation

For design purposes the lowest of the 6 test values assigned to
this site is 1.0 inch drop in the final 30 minutes of the 6th
hour reading; this corresponds to 30 minutes per inch (mpi).
This conservative rate is compatible to the existing systen,
"hence it is advisable to depreciate the existing leach field with
a 3,000 gallon septic tank for the new restroom area. A D-49
distribution box should be utilized.

Install 3, 90 feet long leach lines, 3 feet wide, with at-~least 2
feet of rock below the bottom of the perforated pipe. Note that
for future expansion an equal area be set aside for 100% expan-
sion as required per the plumbing code.

2




GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: P=9145-00

Conclusions

Based on the above analysis a private self contained sewage dis-
posal system is feasible at the subject site. :

It is up to the user to maintain the sysfem during its life. Ad-~
ditional system maintenance guidelines can be obtained from
County Health and manufacture or installer of the systen.

This report is subject to review by the governing agencies and
‘must be approved or amended prior to installation.

Questions regarding this report should be directed to our office.

Respectfully subnmitted, .
GEO~ETKA, INC. .

Clowel Clak

Javed S. Chak, P.E.
Geotechnical Engineer
GE 197, Expires 12-31-01

Ahmed Ali, President

REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-00

JSC/AA/byg



Appendix D

Incidental Take Permit Applicant and CDFG Acknowledgement



Cotton/Bridges/Associates -
C A Division of P&D Consultants

999 TOWN AND COUNTRY ROAD
FOURTH FLOOR

ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92868
714/648-2070

714/285-0740 FAX |

September 28, 2004

Scott Harris

Wildlife Biologist '
California Department of Fish and Game
South Coast Region

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

SUBJECT: Incidental Take Permit Application for Stephen Sorensen Park
County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation

" Dear Mr. Harris:

Pursuant to previous discussion and consultation with the Department of Fish and Game,
Cotton/Bridges/Associates submits this 2081 Incidental Take permit application on behalf of the
County of Los Angeles for Stephen Sorensen Park. Enclosed you will find the most recent site
plan which shows that the proposed new construction will occur outside of the streambed and
therefore eliminating the need for a Streambed Alteration Agreement. This letter serves as a
formal application for a 2081 Incidental Take Permit for construction of the proposed Stephen
Sorensen Park Phase II Improvement project in Lake Los Angeles, California. :

1) PROJECT APPLICANT

County of Los Angeles Project Contact:
Department of Parks and Recreation Mr. Jim Daly
433 S. Vermont Avenue Phone: (626) 300-2328

Los Angeles, CA 90020
2) COVERED SPECIES UNDER THIS APPLICATION

Mohave ground squirrel (Spermophilus mohavensis). This species is not subject to the rules and
guidelines pursuant to Section 2112 and Section 2114 of the California Fish and Game code.

- 3) PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation is proposing to.construct Stephen
Sorensen Park Phase II Improvement project. The proposed project will remove three acres of
suitable MGS habitat; and will include the following facilities: a regulation little league baseball
field with bleachers and night lighting; a multipurpose play field with lighting; two high school
regulation size basketball courts with night lighting; an open lawn with four picnic tables in the

AN AECOM CoMPANY



CDFG 2081 Permit Application/Scott Harris

Stephen Sorensen Park
!

central space, two tables to have shade structure; lighted walkways lining park facilities; a
restroom with storage; renovation of existing park entry signage; a parking lot with 40 stalls and -
security lighﬁng.

4) PROJECT LOCATION

The Stephen Sorensen Park Phase II Improvement project is located at 16801 East Avenue P,
Lake Los Angeles, CA, 93550. The project is partially located in an unnamed drainage to Big
Rock Wash in Los Angeles County. The project is located within the West Mojave Plan. The
project site is at the southwestern extent of the Mohave ground squitrel’s range (West Mohave

ey -

Plan DEIR/S 2003). The proposed projéct will remove thred adtes of spjarenitl
potentialifisuitable MGS habitat.

5) POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO SPECIES

The project will impact three acres of undeveloped lands adjacent to Avenue P. It is assumed
that the entire site impacted provides potentially suitable habitat for the MGS, but based upon
site inspections by biologists F.T. Hovore (FH&A) and Betty Courtney (CDFG), the property
presently does not appear to support an active population of MGS. However, for the purposes of
the requested permit, it will be assumed that the site may support an unknown number of MGS.
During construction (i.e. grading, etc.), individuals could be directly injured or killed by
construction machinery if any burrows are collapsed that contain MGS. Such actions would be
considered “take” of this species pursuant to the California Endangered Species Act (CESA).
Any MGS that escape construction-related impacts may disperse into adjacent habitat,
- potentially resulting in indirect, adverse impacts to surrounding populations of MGS, should
such exist. These impacts may include increased competition for foraging and breeding
resources which could increase stress levels and increase the population size to above the natural
carrying capacity of the land and resources. . The end result would leave the population more
susceptible to disease, predation, and density-related reductions in breeding output.

6) IMPACT ANALYSIS

The removal of three acres of potentially suitable habitat for the MGS is an adverse effect
resulting from the project. If is necessary to evaluate this loss of habitat in terms of status of the
local MGS populations, known threats to the species, and potential cumulative impacts from
other projects in the area. '

The California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB 2004) reports a historical record of MGS
from the Lovejoy Buttes area in 1954. In addition, a historical MGS record exists one mile
northwest of Lovejoy Springs from 1930. Further north from the project area (approximately
three to four miles) additional records exist for MGS, including Rocky Buttes in 1991 and
Saddleback Buttes from 1973-1992. Although there has not been recent trapping in these areas,
it is reasonable to assume that the area provides habitat that would be suitable for the MGS, even
if not currently occupied. Historical records show that the species occurred in this area and the
project site and vicinity may lie within a general area of habitat suitable for the recovery of the
species. :

The Palmdale area has been experiencing moderate to substantial growth, and as a result
development continues to expand into rural areas. If growth continues to the east of SR-14 in
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areas of suitable habitat, it could have adverse impacts on the local MGS populations.
Development of lands within the vicinity of this project’s area could result in cumnulative impacts
to MGS, which would be in addition to the habitat loss impacts of this project.

The principal threat to the continued existence of MGS is the destruction and/or degradation of
suitable habitat due to cleating for agriculture and military activities and for urban, suburban, and
rural development, livestock grazing, and off highway vehicles (California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) 2000). :

The. project will result. ii the ‘reméval of Hiree ‘dctés ‘of potertially” Suftable il 887 MIGS
Within: the known historic range. of the: species, Bilf-at preseiit not. knoViirto-bg'secipied. The
project area is surrounded by rural urban land uses, which could impede movement of MGS but
- would not necessarily prevent dispersal and migration. Areas of non-urban use could be utilized
by MGS to move through the general area. However, there are increased risks to MGS
populations in urbanized environments, including disturbance from light, noise and human
activity, and direct loss through predation by domestic pets and road kill. The project site habitat
is moderately disturbed and adjacent to existing rural land uses, including perimeter roadways,
and therefore would be considered only moderate quality for MGS temporary use, and low
quality for resident use. The loss of three acres of at best moderate-value potential MGS habitat
in the project area will result in a lesser impact to the species than removal of the same amount
of occupied higher quality habitat,

No other sensitive species are known to occur within the project area or the immediate
surroudings, but the overall desert scrub habitats in the vicinity of Lake Los Angeles support—or
have historically supported—a number of other taxa of agency concern (California desert
tortoise, coast horned lizard, chuckwalla, LeConte’s thrasher, and others). Should any of these
species be present within the zone of direct or indirect disturbance impacts, the project would
generate similar potential habitat losses. None has been detected during field visits to the site,
and there is no reason to assume that any listed species is resident within the zone of direct
habitat loss, nor within the peripheral zone of potential post-development disturbances. The
USFWS (Ray Bransfield, personal communication to FH&A, August, 2004) has indicated that
they do not consider this site to be an area of concern for desert tortoise, and do not require
further surveys, studies or mitigation for impacts to potential habitat for that species.

7) PROJECT IMPACT ON CONTINUED EXISTENCE OF SPECIES
Critical Habitat

There is no critical habitat designated for the MGS.

Species Biology and Habitat Requirements

The MGS exhibits a strongly seasonal cycle of activity and torpor. The MGS typically emerges
from dormancy in early to mid-March, but this date may be as early as mid-January on the
southern portion of the range. During the active period they typically feed on the leaves and
seeds of native perennial and annual plants. Once sufficient fat stores have been gained,
individuals enter a period of aestivation and hibernation; a desert coping strategy that reduces
activity and breeding. Aestivation typically begins between July and September, but during low
winter rainfall (under three inches), may begin as early as April or May. During drought
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conditions, breeding is reduced. Asa result, consecutive years of low rainfall can decrease MGS
numbers and even lead to extinction of local populations.

MGS populations vary depending on the occurrence of seasonal rainfall within its range; rainfall
promotes new growth of vegetation that is the primary food source for this squirrel. Since
' rainfall is generally not evenly distributed in desert areas, MGS populations tend to be spatially

distributed over time. Winter rainfall totals can be a significant natural constraint for this
species. . .

The MGS generally prefers habitat that is flat to moderate in slope. They occupy all major desert
scrub habitats in the western Mojave Desert. Plant communities where MGS has been
documented include: Mojave creosote scrub, where the primary vegetation is creosote bush
(Larrea tridentate) and burrobush (Hymenoclea salsola); and desert saltbush ‘scrub, dominated
by various species of saltbush (4#riplex sp.).

Within occupied habitat, MGS individuals may maintain several home burrows that are used at
night, in addition to other burrows that are used for temperature control and predator avoidance.
Burrows are typically constructed beneath large shrubs.

Distribution

The MGS is endemic to and occupies portions of Inyo, Kern, Los Angeles and San Bernardino
counties in the western Mojave Desert of California. The species ranges from near Palmdale on
the southwest to Lucerne Valley on the southeast, Olancha on the northwest and the Avawatz
Mountains on the northeast. The proposed project site is at the southwestern extent of the
Mohave ground squirrel’s range (West Mohave Plan ' Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Statement 2003). The proposed project site_ lies within an overall area which was
historically occupied by MGS (CNDDB 2004).

T)eteﬁninaﬁq_ll-f'(.if-rSig‘ﬁiﬁg@i_l_gg

Although the proposed project will result in a permanent impact to three acres of potentially
suitable MGS habitat, the moderate to low quality of the habitat for MGS resident use, the
- surrounding urbanization, the apparent absence of the species from the area at present, and the
implementation of the mitigation measures are all factors that support the conclusion that this
project will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. '

© SISO AR RS

Per discussions with the CDFG, and as stated earlier, for the purposes of project impact
assessment, the assumption is that MGS are present on-site, since focused MGS
presence/absence surveys can not be completed at this time. To mitigate potential impacts
associated with project construction and habitat loss, the Los Angeles County of Public Works

will acquire known, occupied MGS habitat based upon a CDFG approved mitigation ratio. C.i'—i)
Mitigation acquisition will take place at the Desert Tortoise Preserve in Kem County and will be
coordinated through the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee (DTPC). The permittee will enter

into binding legal agreement with DPTC describing the terms of acquisition, enhancement and
management of habitat lands.
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These additional mitigation measures, if required, are proposed to avoid and minimize the take of.
the species: '

1) A biological monitor with experience in MGS biology shall be on site during ground
disturbance activities. The name and phone number of the biological monitor shall be given
to the CDFG regional representative within 14 days of ground disturbing activities. If the
biological monitor observes a living MGS on the construction site and/or determines that a
MGS was killed by project related activities during construction or otherwise found dead, a
written report will be sent to the CDFG within five (5) calendar days. The report will include
date, time of the finding or incident (if known), location of the carcass and the circumstances
(if known). MGS remains shall be collected and frozen as soon as possible. The CDFG shall
be contacted as to the ultimate disposition of the remains.

2) The delineation of the construction site would insure that impacts are avoided in areas
outside of the project limits. -

3) A training session for construction employees, to be conducted on-site by the biological
monitor, would allow them to identify MGS and would instruct them to notify the
appropriate agency should a MGS be located, injured, trapped, or killed.

Fee title to acquired habitat lands, or a conservation easement over these lands, shall be
transferred to the CDFG or to an entity approved by the CDFG, along with money for
enhancement of the land and an endowment for permanent management of the lands. The
permittee may satisfy this requirement by funding acquisition, management and enhancement of
habitat by the DTPC.

% - If the Permittee elects to fund DTPCs acquisition, enhancement and management of habitat
lands, Permittee shall place a dollar amount to be determined by CDFG into an escrow account
1o later than thirty (30) days following the execution of this permit. DTPC will use the funds for
acquiring and managing the habitat, and shall enter in a legally binding agreement with the
BRTIEE. DFPE that requires DTPC to: (A) Use funds obtained from the Permittee to acquire suitable
habitat acreage in the amount determined by the CDFG at the Desert Torioise Research and
" Natural Area near California City, California, or at another location approved by the CDFG, no
later than 60 days following issuance of this Permit; (B) No longer than one year after issuance
of this Permit, execute and deliver to the CDFG a conservation easement approved by the CDFG
over the habitat lands acquired to mitigate the impacts of the Project on Covered Species, and
(C) Use remaining funds to enhance and manage the habitat lands as specified in the DTPC

Habitat Management Guidelines.

A Permittee shall fully cooperate with the CDFG in its efforts to verify compliance with or
effectiveness of mitigation measures.

9) COMPLIANCE MONITORING

Pursuant to discussions with the CDFG, the following mitigation monitoring and reporting
measures (MMRP) are proposed in order to ensure proper implementation and compliance with
the requirements of Section 2081(b) of the Fish and Game Code in section 21081.6 of the Public
Resources Code.
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A Permittee shall immediately notify the CDFG in writing if it determines that any of the
mitigation measures were not implemented during the period indicated in the MMRP, or if
Permittee anticipates for any reason that measures may not be implemented within the time
period indicated. - '

Permittee shall notify the CDFG fourteen days before initiating ground disturbing activities and
provide a weekly report on progress on the project. '

The name and phone number of all biological monitors shall provide the CDFG at least fourteen
(14) days prior to ground disturbing activities. -

No later than 45 days after completion of the project, including completion of all mitigation
measures, Permittee shall provide the CDFG with a Final Mitigation Report. The Final
Mitigation Report shall be prepared by a knowledgeable, experienced biologist and shall include,
at a minimum: 1) dates indicating when each of the mitigation measures were implemented; 2)
all available information about project related incidental take of the species named in the Permit;
3) information about other project impacts on the species named in the Permit; 4) construction
dates; 5) any other pertinent information.

10) MITIGATION FUNDING

Funding for the implémentation of all mitigation méasures will be provided by Los Angeles
County through project-related finds.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Jim Daly, the project manager for Stephen
Sorensen Park at the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works at (626) 300-2328 or
me at (714) 648-2070. '

Respectfully submitted,

Romi Archer -
Consultant to the County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Enclosures: Location map, Site Plan
cc: Jim Daly
Frank Hovore

Bob Hetrman
File
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State of California - The Resources Agency ' # RNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

4 DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
G http:/ /www.dfg.ca.gov ‘

| 4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

(858) 467-4201

October 25, 2( 04

Mr. JimDaly .

County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation
433 South Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90020

Re:. Stephen Sorensen Park, 16301 E. Ave. P., La<e Los Angeles
Dear Mr. Daly: ~ -

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) receiv :d your request fora2081
CESA Incidental Take Permit on October 1, 2004. The permit ii; requested for anticipated
take of mohave ground squirrel resulting from project activitiss. The Depariment has
determined that the above-referenced application, which conce ns the Stephen Sorenson
Park Phase Il Improvement Project, is complete.

' In accordance with the California Code of Regulations, 1itie 14, Section 783.5, the
Department has from the dale of acknowledgement of a complete application
package to finalizé the above requested permit. The Departmer t cannot finalize the Permit
until the Department has. received ycur certified California E nvironmental Quality Act
(CECIA) document along with the Findirigs; Notice of Determina ion, and a copy of proof of
payment for the environmental filing fee. The Department is currently processing your
CESA Permit; however, please be advised that modifications may be required following
receipt of the certified CEQA document.
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° Mr. Jir Daly
October 25, 2004

Page 2

“Please contact Mr. Scott Harris, Assoclate Wildlife Biol aglst at (626) 797-3170 to
coordinate Department receipt of the above requested inform: tion.

Sincerel 1,

C.F.Ra Zbrook

- + ;.= . Regiona Manager _

cc:  Scott Flint, Department 6f Fish and Game
Habitat Planning and Conservation Branch
Sacramento

Jennifer Deleon, Department of Fish and Game
Environmental Permitting and Review Program
Sacramento , ~

Scott Harris, Department of Fish and Game
~ Habitat Conservation and Planring Divislon
Pasadena .



IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
by and between

THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
and

DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC.
regarding

MOHAVE GROUND SQUIRREL AND GENERAL HABITAT ACQUISITION, ENHANCEMENT,
AND LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of the day of , 2005, by and
between THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES (“Proponent”), with its principal place of business at
500 W. Temple Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 and the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee,
Inc., a California Public Benefit Corporation, (“DTPC”) hereafter referred to collectively as the
“Parties.”

For and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions contained herein, the Parties
hereto do hereby agree as follows:

l.
RECITALS

A. LISTING

This Agreement pertains to acquisition, enhancement and management of replacement habitat
at the Desert Tortoise Research Natural Area (DTRNA) and/or the DTRNA Expansion Area for
the following purposes: a) benefit of the Mohave ground squirrel (Spermophilus mohavensis), a
species listed as “threatened” under the California State Endangered Species Act and also a
federal species of concern; and b) benefit of habitat lands lost in conjunction with the Project
defined under I(B) hereof.

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

Pursuant to the provisions of an Incidental Take Permit issued or to be issued by the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), Proponent is required to provide off-site compensation
habitat including 3.0 acres to mitigate incidental impacts to the Mohave ground squirrel arising
from the following “Project”: The project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts,
one lighted general purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers
and dugouts, a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements, and
fencing.
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The Proponent and CDFG have determined that Proponent must provide compensation habitat
based on the following formula:

Habitat Type —Mohave Ground | Acres of Mitigation Total Acres

Squirrel Permanent Ratio Needed for
Impact Compensation

MGS Suitable Habitat 3.0 1:1 3.0

Total 3.0 3.0

This Implementation Agreement (Agreement) sets forth a program of conservation for the
Mohave ground squirrel and its habitat, and general habitat land within the Desert Tortoise
Research and Natural Area (DTRNA) and within the DTRNA Expansion Area as designated by
the DTPC and the California Department of Fish and Game located in Kern County, California,
through acquisition, enhancement, and permanent management of replacement habitat. DTPC
is not responsible for acquiring replacement habitat that includes streambed, wash, or any other
kind of drainage or riparian habitat.

C. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

In order to fulfill the requirements of the Incidental Take Permit referenced herein, this
Agreement provides measures that are intended to assure that any take occurring within the
Project Site will be incidental; that the impacts of the take will, to the maximum extent
practicable, be minimized and mitigated; that adequate funding for habitat acquisition,
enhancement and long-term management will be provided; and that the take will not appreciably
reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the Mohave ground squirrel in the wild.

D. COOPERATIVE EFFORT

In order that the legal requirements as set forth in Paragraph C hereof are fulfilled, each Party to
this Agreement agrees to perform certain duties. This Agreement thus describes a cooperative
program by Proponent and DTPC to conserve the Mohave ground squirrel and to permanently
protect its habitat within the Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area and/or the DTRNA
Expansion Area and provide protected habitat lands. It is understood and agreed between the
Parties, that the DTPC, in performing all of the activities delegated to it under this Agreement, is
acting as the authorized agent for Proponent for the limited purposes of acquiring, enhancing,
and managing replacement habitat.

E. PURPOSES
The purposes of this Agreement are:

1. To assure the implementation of the Incidental Take Permit referenced herein and to comply
with the habitat replacement and management requirements by providing for the acquisition
and short-term enhancement and long-term management of replacement Mohave ground
squirrel and general habitat lands;

2. To contractually bind each Party to fulfill and faithfully perform the obligations,
responsibilities, and tasks assigned to it pursuant to the terms of this Agreement; and
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3. To provide remedies and recourse should any Party fail to perform its obligations,
responsibilities, and tasks as set forth in this Agreement.

Il.
TERM

A. EFFECTIVE DATE

This Agreement shall become effective on the date that the Parties execute this Implementation
Agreement and shall remain in full force and effect until full satisfaction of each of the
Agreement's terms and conditions.

B. DEADLINES FOR DTPC TO IDENTIFY AND ACQUIRE REPLACEMENT HABITAT

Under the Incidental Take Permit, Proponent is required to comply with certain deadlines with
respect to acquisition of replacement habitat. DTPC agrees to identify and acquire suitable
replacement habitat within ( ) days, or as otherwise stipulated by CDFG,
following issuance of the Incidental Take Permit; and further agrees to convey a conservation
easement or record a restrictive covenant, if authorized by CDFG, within three hundred sixty-
five (365) days following the issuance of the Incidental Take Permit, in a form and manner
approved by CDFG, to the State of California to protect into perpetuity replacement habitat
acquired under this Agreement.

C. CONTINUING DUTY TO PERFORM

The Parties agree and recognize impacts to the Project Site will be permanent and therefore
agree that the management of the 3.0 acres of replacement habitat by DTPC shall be required
into perpetuity.

D. TERMINATION

This Agreement shall be automatically terminated upon written notice by Proponent and/or
CDFG to DTPC that CDFG has rejected or otherwise have not approved the Incidental Take
Permit application submitted by Proponent. In such case, all monies deposited into escrow by
Proponent prior to or at any time after ratification of this Agreement by the Parties shall be
returned immediately in full without deduction, offset, or charge. In addition, the Parties may
terminate this Agreement upon mutual, written consent; provided that any performance by
DTPC in the acquisition, enhancement, and/or management of replacement habitat approved by
CDFG and Proponent, and funding disbursed through escrow, shall not be affected thereby.

Il.
OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES

A. MITIGATION OF IMPACTS; THE ACQUISITION OF REPLACEMENT HABITAT.

In order to mitigate the impacts to the Project Site, Proponent and DTPC shall undertake and
fulfill the following responsibilities and obligations:
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1. Proponent

Escrow Account. Proponent shall, within thirty (30) days of execution of this Implementation
Agreement, deposit a total of Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-six Dollars and 90/100
($8,796.90) into an escrow account managed by LH Title Company, Inc. (“Escrow Holder”). In
the event that the funding deposited by Proponent into the Escrow Account is insufficient to
acquire the required 3.0 acres of replacement habitat, Proponent agrees to deposit with Escrow
Holder additional funds in an amount not to exceed Three Hundred Dollars ($300.00), to
implement the terms of this Agreement.

Proponent shall wire transfer the funding required under this Agreement
as follows:

Account Holder:LH Title Company, Inc. Escrow Account

Account No.:0005692067

ABA No0.:252073018

Bank Name:Provident Bank of Maryland
Baltimore, MD 21202

Amount:$8,796.90 (U.S. Dollars)

Reference: Escrow #DTPC-052605-TD

€)) Escrow Instructions. Proponent shall execute escrow instructions as

required by Escrow Holder to release funds in accordance with the
following guidelines provided that DTPC have fulfilled their respective
duties hereafter described:

(i)

Acquisition Fund. An amount not to exceed six Thousand Dollars
($6,000.00) ($2,000.00 per acre), will be released by Escrow
Holder to pay for the purchase price, outstanding taxes and other
liens and encumbrances, escrow fees, title fees, property
analyses, surveys and assessments, and documentary and
recording fees of replacement habitat identified by DTPC and
approved by CDFG. DTPC shall, prior to requesting a release of
funds, submit to CDFG for approval a “Proposed Lands for
Acquisition Form” (“PLFAF”) as described in Exhibit “A”, an
Estimated Closing Statement, a Preliminary Title Report, and
Conservation Easement Deed or Restrictive Covenant as
described in Exhibit “B” to CDFG for approval. Upon Escrow
Holder's receipt of CDFG’'s written approval of the above-
described documents, Escrow Holder shall release the acquisition
funds as described. DTPC shall be permitted to offer a
Conservation Easement or Restrictive Covenant interest in any
gualified Mohave ground squirrel habitat or habitat lands within the
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Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area and DTRNA
Expansion Area that it has previously acquired to satisfy part or all
of its acquisition duties.

In the event that there exist excess funds in the Acquisition Fund
after 3.0 acres of replacement habitat have been acquired
(“Surplus Funds”), Proponent shall authorize such Surplus Funds
to be allocated to the Enhancement Fund described in Section
Il =A, Paragraph 1(a)(ii).

(i) Enhancement Fund. Seven Hundred Sixty Dollars and 14/100
($760.14) ($253.38 per acre), in addition to any Surplus Funds not
expended under the Acquisition Fund, will be released by Escrow
Holder upon satisfactory evidence that DTPC has acquired the
required 3.0 acres of replacement habitat. The DTPC shall
designate such funds under its own accounts for expenses related
to the short-term enhancement of the replacement habitat.

(iii) Management Fund. Two Thousand Thirty-six Dollars and 76/100
($2,036.76) ($678.92 per acre), will be released by Escrow Holder
upon satisfactory evidence that DTPC has acquired the required
3.0 acres of replacement habitat. The DTPC shall designate such
funds under its own accounts for expenses related to the long-
term management of the replacement habitat.

(iv) Close of Escrow. Upon receipt of all documentation and release
of funds required by Section Ill - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i),1(a)(ii) and
1(a)(iii), Escrow Holder shall close the escrow.

(b) Proponent shall, prior to undertaking any activities that are inconsistent
with or materially differ from the terms and conditions of the respective
Incidental Take Permit, consult with and obtain the approval of the CDFG.

(©) Proponent shall cooperate and maintain open communication with the
CDFG and DTPC to carry out the terms and conditions of the respective
Incidental Take Permit.

2. DTPC

(a) DTPC shall, prior to entering into a Purchase Agreement with willing-
sellers of replacement habitat, submit to CDFG a Proposed Lands for
Acquisition Form (PLFAF) as exemplified by Exhibit “A” of this
Agreement. The Parties agree that CDFG reserves sole discretion to
approve or disapprove of replacement habitat identified by DTPC for any
reason.

(b) DTPC shall within the deadlines set forth under Paragraph 11.B. of this
Agreement, identify and acquire fee title to or tender already acquired
replacement habitat comprising 3.0 acres of replacement habitat within
the federally-designated Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area
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(€)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(DTRNA) and/or the DTRNA Expansion Area as compensation for the
loss of habitat comprising the Project Sites.

DTPC shall, within 365 days following the issuance of the respective
Incidental Take Permit, convey to the State of California a Conservation
Easement Deed or record a Restrictive Covenant in the 3.0 acres of
replacement habitat in a form and manner acceptable to the State of
California. The documents conveying such interests in lands and the
conditions of title shall be approved prior to acceptance by the Lands and
Facilities Branch of the CDFG and the Office of General Counsel of the
CDFG. A copy of the proposed Conservation Easement Deed is attached
as Exhibit “B.” If DTPC elects to record a Restrictive Covenant the terms
and conditions thereof shall be consistent with that of the Conservation
Easement appended as Exhibit “B”.

DTPC shall use the funds received from Proponent, or its designees,
solely for the purposes described in Section Il — A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i),
(a)(ii), and (a)(iii) of this Agreement.

DTPC shall provide a report to Proponent from time to time and upon
request by CDFG or Proponent, that accounts for any expenditures of the
funds received per Section Il - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i), (a)(ii), and (a)(iii).

DTPC shall, prior to undertaking any activities that are inconsistent with
or materially differ from the terms and conditions of the Incidental Take
Permit consult with and obtain approval from the CDFG.

DTPC shall, as authorized agent for Proponent, carry out the terms and
conditions of the Incidental Take Permit related to the acquisition, short-
term enhancement, and long-term management of the replacement
habitat. All actions related to short-term enhancement and long-term
management of the replacement habitat shall be consistent with, unless
otherwise agreed to by all Parties, the DTPC’s Management Plan for the
DTRNA and Adjacent Areas appended to this Agreement as Exhibit “C”.

B. FUNDING OF THE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT

1. Proponent

(@)

(b)

Shall deposit Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-six Dollars and
90/100 ($8,796.90) into the Escrow Account identified in Section IlI-A
Paragraph 1 of this Agreement, to implement the terms of the Incidental
Take Permit.

In the event that the funding deposited by Proponent into the Escrow
Account is insufficient to acquire the required 3.0 acres of replacement
habitat, Proponent agrees to deposit with Escrow Holder additional funds
in an amount not exceed Three Hundred Dollars ($300.00), to implement
the terms of this Agreement.
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2. DTPC

(@) Shall, as authorized agent for Proponent, expend the funding provided by
Proponent in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement to
implement the terms of the Incidental Take Permit.

(b) In the event that the funding furnished by Proponent to Escrow Holder for
land acquisition under Section Ill, Paragraph 1(a)(i) exceeds that
necessary to acquire 3.0 acres, DTPC shall designate such Surplus
Funds in its short-term enhancement account described in Section Il - A,
Paragraph 1(a)(ii).

3. Project Account
(@) DTPC shall establish a special project account (Project Account) with an

appropriate financial institution to manage any funds remitted to it under
Section Il - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(ii) and 1(a)(iii).

V.
REMEDIES AND ENFORCEMENT

A. REMEDIES IN GENERAL
Except as set forth hereinafter, each Party hereto shall have all of the remedies available in
equity and at law to enforce the terms of this Agreement and the Incidental Take Permit and to
seek remedies and compensation for any breach thereof, consistent with and subject to the
following:

1. Land Owner’s Liability
DTPC shall retain whatever liability it possesses as an owner of interests in land. Prior to
acquisition of replacement habitat, DTPC shall perform due diligence assessments for
hazardous materials and other hazards affecting the property.

2. Injunctive and Temporary Relief

The Parties acknowledge that injunctive and temporary relief may be appropriate in certain
instances involving a breach of this Agreement.

V.
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

A. AMENDMENTS

1. Amendments to the Implementation Agreement
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Except as otherwise set forth herein, this Agreement may be amended only with the written
consent of each of the Parties hereto.

2. Amendments to the Incidental Take Permit

In the event that the Incidental Take Permit are or is altered, modified, or amended, Proponent
shall notify DTPC of such changes within five (5) days of Proponent’s receipt of a notice.

B. NO PARTNERSHIP

Except as otherwise expressly set forth herein, neither this Agreement nor the Incidental Take
Permits shall make or be deemed to make any Party to this Agreement the agent for or the
partner of any other Party.

C. SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

This Agreement and each of its covenants and conditions shall be binding on and shall benefit
the Parties hereto and their respective successors and assigns.

D. NOTICE

Any notice permitted or required by this Agreement shall be deemed delivered to the Parties
given five (5) days after deposit in the United States mail, certified and postage prepaid, return
receipt requested, and addressed as follows or at such other address as any Party may from
time to time specify to the other Parties in writing:

PROPONENT

County of Los Angeles

Director of Parks and Recreation
433 S. Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90020

With a Copy to:

County Counsel

County of Los Angeles

500 West Temple Street, Suite 648
Los Angeles, CA 90012

CDFEG

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Attn: Curt Taucher, Regional Manager

330 Golden Shore, Suite 250

Long Beach, California 90802
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Office of General Counsel

1416 Ninth Street, 12" Floor

Sacramento, California 95814

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Attn: Habitat Conservation Planning Branch

1416 Ninth Street, 1260

Sacramento, California 95814

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Attn: Scott Harris

1508 North Harding Avenue

Pasadena, California 91104

DTPC

DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC.
President of the Board

4067 Mission Inn Avenue

Riverside, CA 92501

With copy to Authorized Agent:

LEE LAW FIRM

Attn: Jun Y. Lee, Esq.

1952 Gallows Road, Suite 303
Vienna, VA 22182

E. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement supersedes any and all other agreements, either oral or in writing among the
Parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hereof and contains all of the covenants and
agreements among them with respect to said matters, and each Party acknowledges that no
representation, inducement, promise, or agreement, oral or otherwise, has been made that is
not embodied herein.

F. ATTORNEY'S FEES

Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, if any action at law or equity, including any
action for declaratory relief, is brought to enforce or interpret the provisions of this Agreement,
each Party to the litigation shall bear its own attorney's fees and costs.

G. DUPLICATE ORIGINALS

This Agreement may be executed in any number of duplicate originals. A complete original of
this Agreement shall be maintained in the official records of each of the Parties thereto.

May 31 2005 FINAL Implementation Agreement The County of Los Angeles / DTPC, Inc.
Lake Los Angeles Park Project
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO have executed this Implementation
Agreement to be in effect as of the date last signed below.

BY: DATE:

Mark Hagan, President
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC.
A California Public Benefit Corporation

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
BY: DATE:

Russ Guiney
Director of Parks and Recreation
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Exhibit “A”

PROPOSED LANDS FOR ACQUISITION FORM ("PLFAE")

Date:
TO: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Attn: Scott Harris
1508 North Harding Avenue
Pasadena, California 91104

BY: DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC.

LEE LAW FIRM

Attn: Jun Y. Lee, Esq.

1952 Gallows Road, Suite 303
Vienna, VA 22182

DTPC, on behalf of Applicant County of Los Angeles, proposes that the following parcels
of land be considered for approval by the Department as suitable for purposes of
mitigation of the adverse environmental impacts of the Project:

[SEE ATTACHED PROPERTY DESCRIPTIONS AND MAPS]

Current Legal Owner:

Please Check One:

[ ] This parcel is located within the Desert Tortoise Research & Natural Area
(DTRNA)

[ ] This parcel is located within the DTRNA Expansion Area

[ ] This parcel is NOT located within the Desert Tortoise Natural Area

Explanation:

All proposed replacement habitat parcels are located within the Desert Tortoise
Research & Natural Area which is managed under the_Sikes Act Management Plan
among the DTPC, Inc., Bureau of Land Management, and the California Department of
Fish and Game. Habitat within the DTRNA is highly fragmented (subdivided) areas
which are of high acquisition priority.

APPROVED: | ] By: Date:
REJECTED: | ] By: Date:

Explanation:



Exhibit “B”

RECORDING REQUESTED BY:

DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE
COMMITTEE, INC.

4067 Mission Inn Avenue
Riverside, CA 92501

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1260
Sacramento, CA 95814

CONSERVATION EASEMENT DEED

THIS CONSERVATION EASEMENT DEED is made this th day of ,
200__ by the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Incorporated, a California Tax-
Exempt Charitable Corporation (Grantor), in favor of the State of California,(Grantee).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the Grantor is the sole owner in fee simple of certain real property in
the County of Kern, State of California, more particularly described in Exhibit “A”
attached hereto and incorporated by this reference (the "Property"); and

WHEREAS, the Property possesses wildlife and native habitat values
(collectively, “conservation values”) of great importance to Grantor, the people of Kern
County and the people of the State of California; and

WHEREAS, the property provides high quality habitat for the desert tortoise and
Mohave ground squirrel, both species which are protected under the California
Endangered Species Act of 1984, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Fish and Game has, pursuant to the
Fish and Game Code section 1802, jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and
management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and the habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species; and

WHEREAS, Grantor intends to convey to Grantee the right to preserve and
protect the conservation values of the Property in perpetuity; and

WHEREAS, Grantee agrees by accepting this grant to honor the intentions of
Grantor stated herein and to preserve and to protect in perpetuity the conservation
values of the Property in accordance with the terms of this Conservation Easement for
the benefit of this generation and the generations to come;



WHEREAS, the Property was acquired, enhanced, and is and will be managed in
perpetuity pursuant to the replacement habitat requirements under California
Department of Fish and Game Incidental Take Permit issued to
County of Los Angeles;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above and the mutual covenants,
terms, conditions, and restrictions contained herein, and pursuant to the laws of
California and Civil Code section 815, et seq., Grantor hereby voluntarily grants and
conveys to Grantee a Conservation Easement in perpetuity over the Property of the
nature and character and to the extent hereinafter set forth (“Easement”).

1. Purpose. ltis the purpose of this Easement to assure that the Property will be
retained forever in a natural condition and to prevent any use of the Property that will
significantly impair or interfere with the conservation values of the Property. Grantor
intends that this Easement will confirm the use of the Property to such activities,
including without limitation, those involving the preservation and enhancement of native
species and their habitat in a manner consistent with the habitat conservation purposes
of this Easement.

2. Rights of Grantee. To accomplish the purpose of this Easement the following
rights are conveyed to Grantee by this Easement:

(a) To preserve and protect the conservation values of the Property;

(b) To enter upon the Property at reasonable times in order to monitor
Grantor's compliance with and to otherwise enforce the terms of this Easement;
provided that Grantee shall not unreasonably interfere with Grantor’'s use and quiet
enjoyment of the Property; and

(c)To prevent any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent
with the habitat conservation purposes of this easement and to require the restoration of
such areas or features of the Property that may be damaged by any inconsistent activity
or use.

(d) All unreserved mineral, water, and air rights required to protect and to
sustain the biological resources of the Property.

(e) All present and future development rights.

3. Prohibited Uses. Any activity on or use of the Property inconsistent with the
habitat conservation purposes of this Easement is prohibited. Without limiting the
generality of the foregoing, unseasonable watering, use of herbicides, rodenticides, fire
protection activities incompatible with the health and safety of flora and fauna occurring
on the Property and any and all other uses which may adversely effect the preservation
purposes of this Easement are prohibited. Grantor shall undertake all reasonable
actions to prevent the unlawful entry and trespass by persons whose activities may
degrade or harm the biological values of the land. Grantor shall not authorize the use by
Grantor, Grantor’'s agents, or any third party of off-road vehicles, grazing or surface entry
for exploration or extraction of minerals.



4. Reserved Rights. Grantor reserves to itself, and to its personal
representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns, all rights accruing from its ownership of
the Property, including the right to engage in or permit or invite others to engage in all
uses of the Property that are not prohibited herein and are not inconsistent with the
purpose of this Easement.

5. Grantee’s Remedies. If Grantee determines that Grantor is in violation of the
terms of this Easement or that a violation is threatened, Grantee shall give written notice
to Grantor of such violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the violation
and, where the violation involves injury to the Property resulting from an use or activity
inconsistent with the purpose of this Easement, to restore the portion of the Property so
injured. If Grantor fails to cure the violation within fifteen (15) days after receipt of notice
thereof from Grantee, or under circumstances where the violation cannot reasonably be
cured within a fifteen (15) day period, fail to begin curing such violation with the fifteen
(15) day period, or fail to continue to diligently cure such violation until finally cured,
Grantee may bring an action at law or in equity in a court of competent jurisdiction to
enforce the terms of this Easement, to enjoin the violation, ex parte as necessary, by
temporary or permanent injunction, to recover any damages to which it may be entitled
for violation of the terms of this Easement or injury to any conservation values protected
by this Easement, including damages for the loss of scenic, aesthetic, or environmental
values, and to require the restoration of the Property to the condition that existed prior to
any such injury. Without limiting Grantor’s liability therefor, Grantee, in its sole
discretion, may apply any damages recovered to the cost of undertaking any corrective
action on the Property. If Grantee, in its sole discretion, determines that circumstances
required immediate action to prevent or mitigate significant damage to the conservation
values of the Property, Grantee may pursue its remedies under this paragraph without
prior notice to Grantor or without waiting for the period provided for cure to expire.
Grantee’s rights under this paragraph apply equally in the event of either actual or
threatened violations of the terms of this Easement, and Grantor agrees that Grantee’s
remedies at law for any violation of the terms of this Easement are inadequate and that
Grantee shall be entitled to the injunctive relief described in this paragraph, both
prohibitive and mandatory, in addition to such other relief to which Grantee may be
entitled, including specific performance of the terms of this Easement, without the
necessity of proving either actual damages or the inadequacy of otherwise available
legal remedies. Grantee’s remedies described in this paragraph shall be cumulative and
shall be in addition to all remedies now or hereafter existing at law or in equity.
Furthermore, the provisions of Civil Code section 815, et seq., are incorporated herein
by this reference and this grant is made subject to all of the rights and remedies set forth
therein. If at any time in the future Grantor or any subsequent transferee uses or
threatens to use such lands for purposes not in conformance with the stated
conservation purposes contained herein, notwithstanding Civil Code section section 815
et seq., the California Attorney General or third-party entities organized for conservation
purposes and have standing as interested parties may institute legal proceedings to
enforce this Easement.

5.1 Costs of Enforcement. Any costs incurred by Grantee in enforcing the terms
of this Easement against Grantor, including, without limitation, costs of suit and
attorney’s fees, and any costs of restoration necessitated by Grantor’s violation or
negligence under the terms of this Easement shall be borne by Grantor.



5.2 Grantee’s Discretion. Enforcement of the terms of this Easement shall be at
the discretion of Grantee, and any forbearance by Grantee to exercise its rights under
this Easement in the event of any breach of any term of this Easement by Grantor shall
not be deemed or construed to be a waiver by Grantee of such term or of any
subsequent breach of the same or any other term of this Easement or of any of
Grantee’s rights under this Easement. No delay or omission by Grantee in the exercise
of any right or remedy upon any breach by Grantor shall impair such right or remedy or
be construed as a waiver.

5.3 Acts Beyond Grantor’'s Control. Nothing contained in this Easement shall be
construed to entitle Grantee to bring any action against Grantor for any injury to or
change in the property resulting from causes beyond Grantor’s control, including, without
limitation, fire, flood, storm, and earth movement, or from any prudent action taken by
Grantor under emergency conditions to prevent, abate, or mitigate significant injury to
the Property resulting from such causes.

6. Fence Installation and Maintenance. Grantor shall continue to maintain, on its
own or in cooperation with federal, state, and local government agencies and/or other
entities, a protective perimeter fence around the Desert Tortoise Research and Natural
Area (DTRNA) within which the Property is located to protect the conservation purposes
contained in this Easement.

7. Access. This Easement does not convey a general right of access to the
public, however, access for scientific research and interpretive purposes shall be
reserved to the Grantee or its designees.

8. Costs of Liabilities. Grantor retains all responsibilities and shall bear all costs
and liabilities of any kind including transfer costs, costs of title and documentation
review, expenses incurred from other state agency reviews, and costs related to the
ownership, operation, upkeep, and maintenance of the Property.

8.1 Taxes. Grantor shall pay before delinquency, all taxes, assessments, fees,
and charges of whatever description levied on or assessed against the Property
(collectively “taxes”), by a competent authority, including any taxes imposed upon, or
incurred as a result of, this Easement, and shall furnish Grantee with satisfactory
evidence of payment upon request.

8.2 Hold Harmless. Grantor shall hold harmless, indemnify, and defend Grantee
and its members, directors, officers, employees, agents, and contractors and the
successors and assigns of each of them (collectively “Indemnified Parties”) from and
against all liabilities, penalties, costs, losses, damages, expenses, cause of action,
claims, demands, or judgments, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees,
arising from or in any way connected with (1) injury to or death of any person, or physical
damages to any property, resulting from any act, omission, condition, or other matter
related to or occurring on or about the Property, regardless of cause, unless due to the
negligence of any of the Indemnified Parties; (2) the obligations specified in paragraphs
7, 8, and 8.1; and (3) the existence or administration of this Easement.

8.3 Condemnation. The habitat conservation purposes are presumed to be the
best and most necessary public use as defined at CCP section 1240.680
notwithstanding CCP sections 1240.690 and 1240.700.



9. Assignment. This Easement is transferable, but Grantee may assign its rights
and obligations under this Easement only to an organization that is a qualified
organization at the time of transfer under section 170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954, as amended (or any successor provision then applicable), and the applicable
regulations promulgated thereunder, and authorized to acquire and hold conservation
easements under Civil Code section 815, et seq. (or any successor provision then
applicable). As a condition of such transfer, Grantee shall require that the conservation
purposes that this grant is intended to advance continue to be carried out and notice of
such restrictions shall be recorded in the county where the Property is located.

10. Subsequent Transfers. Grantor agrees to incorporate the terms of this
Easement in any deed or other legal instrument by which they divest themselves of any
interest in all or any portion of the Property, including, without limitation, a leasehold
interest. Grantor further agrees to give written notice to Grantee of this intent to transfer
of any interest at least fifteen (15) days prior to the date of such transfer. Grantee shall
have the right to approve all subsequent transfers to insure that all subsequent claimants
or transfers have notice of the included restrictions. The failure of Grantor to perform
any act required by this paragraph shall not impair the validity of this Easement or limit
its enforceability in any way.

11. Estoppel Certificates. Upon request by Grantee, Grantor shall within fifteen
(15) days execute and deliver to Grantee any document, including estoppel certificate,
which certifies Grantor's compliance with any obligation of Grantor contained in this
Easement and otherwise evidences the status of this Easement as may be requested by
Grantee.

12. Notices. Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval, or communication
that either party desires or is required to give to the other shall be in writing and either
served personally or sent by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows; or to
such other address as either party from time to time shall designate by written notice to
the other:

To Grantor:

President

Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc.
4067 Mission Inn Avenue

Riverside, CA 92501

To Grantee:

State of California

Department of Fish and Game
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1260
Sacramento, CA 95814

State of California
Department of Fish and Game



Office of General Counsel
1416 Ninth Street, 12th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

13. Recordation. Grantor shall promptly record this instrument in the official
records of Kern County, California and immediately notify the Grantee through the
mailing of a conformed copy of the recorded easement. Grantee may re-record it any
time as may be required to preserve its rights in this Easement.

14. General Provisions.

(&) Controlling Law. The interpretation and performance of this
Easement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California.

(b) Liberal Construction. Any general rule of construction to the contrary
notwithstanding, this Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant to effect
the purpose of this Easement and the policy and purpose of Civil Code section 815, et
seq. If any provision in this instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation
consistent with the purposes of this Easement that would render the provision valid shall
be favored over any interpretation that would render it invalid.

(c) Severability. If any provision of this Easement, or the application
thereof to any person or circumstances, is found to be invalid, the remainder of the
provisions of this Easement, or the application of such provision to person or
circumstances other than those to which it is found to be invalid, as the case may be,
shall not be affected thereby.

(d) Entire Agreement. This instrument sets forth the entire agreement of
the parties with respect to the Easement and supersedes all prior discussions,
negotiations, understandings, or agreements related to the Easement, all of which are
merged herein.

(e) No Forfeiture. Nothing contained herein will result in a forfeiture or
reversion of Grantor’s title in any respect.

() Successors. The Covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions of this
Easement shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of, the parties hereto and their
respective personal representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns and shall continue
as a servitude running in perpetuity with the Property.

(g) Captions. The captions of this instrument have been inserted solely
for convenience of reference and are not part of this instrument and shall have no effect
upon construction or interpretation.

(h) Counterparts. The parties may execute this instrument in two or
more counterparts, which shall, in the aggregate, be signed by both parties; each
counterpart shall be deemed an original instrument as against any party who has signed
it. In the event of any disparity between the counterparts produced, the recorded
counterpart shall be controlling.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantor and Grantee have entered into this Easement
the day and year first above written.

GRANTOR:
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC.

4067 Mission Inn Avenue
Riverside, CA 92501

BY:

Mark Hagan, President
GRANTEE:
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BY:

NAME:
ITS:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
General Counsel
California Department of Fish and Game




EXHIBIT “A”

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN IS SITUATED IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

COUNTY OF KERN, CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY, AND IS DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

[LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK PENDING RECEIPT OF TITLE REPORT, LEGAL
DESCRIPTIONS, AND PLAT MAPS]
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